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ABSTRACT 
 
Dina Fitri Annisa. 2020. The Correlation Study between Creativity and Learner 
Autonomy towards Speaking Skill at the Eighth Grade of SMP Al-Islam 1 
Surakarta in the Academic year 2019/2020. Thesis. English Language Education, 
Cultures and Languages Faculty. IAIN Surakarta. 
Advisor : H. Zainal Arifin, S.Pd,M.Pd 
Keywords : Creativity, Learner Autonomy, Speaking Skill, Correlation Study 
 
The objectives of the research are to determine the correlation between (1) 
creativity and speaking skill; (2) learner autonomy and speaking skill; (3) 
creativity and learner autonomy toward speaking skill at the eighth grade of SMP 
Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in academic year 2019/2020. 
This research is correlation study which focuses on three variables. It was 
carried out at SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta. The population of this research was the 
regular class of eighth grade of SMP Al-Islam that consisted of 6 classes. The 
sample was taken using random sampling and consisted of 35 students. The 
instruments in collecting the data were test and questionnaire. The test was used to 
obtain the data of students’ speaking skill scores. Meanwhile the questionnaire 
was used to obtain the data of creativity and learner autonomy. In 
analyzing the data, the researcher used Pearson Product Moment Formula to know 
the coefficient correlation between (1) creativity and speaking skill; (2) learner 
autonomy and speaking skill. Then, the researcher used Multiple Linier 
Regression to know the coefficient correlation between creativity and learner 
autonomy toward speaking skill. 
The result of the research showed that (1) There is positive and significant 
correlation between creativity (X1) and speaking skill (Y) because the coefficient 
of correlation (robtained) is higher than rtable (0.474 > 0.334). The contribution of 
creativity to speaking skill is 22.4%. (2) There is positive and significant 
correlation between learner autonomy (X2) and speaking skill (Y) because the 
coefficient of correlation (robtained) is higher than rtable (0.704 > 0.334). The 
contribution of creativity to speaking skill is 42.3%. (3) There is positive and 
significant correlation between creativity (X1) and learner autonomy (X2) toward 
speaking skill (Y) because the coefficient correlation (robtained) is higher than rtable 
(0.714 > 0.334). The contribution of creativity and learner autonomy toward 
speaking skill is 50.9%. So, alternative hypothesis is accepted and null hypothesis 
is rejected. Therefore, the conclusion of this research is there is positive and 
significant correlation between creativity (X1) and learner autonomy (X2) toward 
speaking skill. 
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
. 
A. Background of the Study 
Every country has a language. Language is a tool to interact or tools to 
communicate, in a sense, means to convey thoughts, ideas, concepts, or 
even a feeling (Rabiah: 2012). We communicate with others, to express our 
ideas, and to know others’ ideas as well. Language is believed as one of the 
important system that used by human to communicate in their life, now 
people will feel easy to communicate and interact with the others by 
language. It means that people can get information from one person to 
another. 
Nowadays, almost all people must learn English because it is as an 
international language. In Indonesia, English is a foreign language to learn. 
Various responses can be found in class related to these problems, 
especially the students' attitude during the learning process, students’ 
learning outcomes, and participation in group activities. As stated by Syadri 
(2017) who cites Minh N. Tran's opinion that countries with low level of 
English proficiency show the nation’s ability still in the stage of consuming 
and has not been able to negotiate, mediate and lobby, also compete with 
other countries in English. Therefore, English lessons are important for 
students. The importance of English that needs to be mastered by students 
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makes the government put English lessons in the national final 
examination, so students are expected to have good English skills. 
There are four skills in learning English; listening, speaking, reading 
and writing. One of four skills above, speaking must be mastered in learning 
English language since speaking is a crucial part of foreign language 
learning and teaching. Burnkart in Nazara (2011: 29) notes that speaking is 
the most important language that needed be controlled. From the statement 
can be said that speaking is the most significant thing that must be learn. 
For effective communication, EFL and ESL students need to improve 
their oral skills. At first glance, EFL / ESL students usually value their 
ability to speak. Teaching and learning are often considered a difficult and 
intense task. Although the speech is an important skill, sometimes 
overlooked (Snow, 2012). Broad research has been done to determine the 
relationship between oral competence and other areas of education. 
There are some factors that can influence the speaking skill; one of the 
factors is psychological aspect. In this first psychological aspect, it is 
believed that creativity can give influences in enhancing students’ ability, 
particularly in education. For example, the student that does not know how 
to pronounce a word then he looks for an example in internet or dictionary 
and make a practice. Creativity in education is proving to be an important 
aspect. Its purpose is to develop children's creative traits. In terms of the 
English learning process, the students’ creativity is considered to have 
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several effects and play important roles as they are learning English, and it, 
thus, particularly influences to the way they learn to speak as well. 
Munandar (2009: 12) argues that creativity is gift that potentially 
owned by everyone, that can be identified and fostered through right 
education. Hence students’ creativity will affect on learning process actively 
without feeling forced or burdened. Creativity can be build through lesson 
material, variation in teaching method, or unusual problem solving. 
Creativity can be seen as a process and maybe this is more important to see, 
especially in education situations, creativity as a process from the pleasure 
of someone's involvement towards creative activities. In education situation, 
teaching and learning process is one of the forms of activity. Through the 
teaching and learning process, students’ creativity can be developed. This 
thing can be realized in the form of passion that can be involved in seeking 
knowledge like, reading books in the library, activities in the laboratory, 
expressing their ideas and opinions (such as in discussions and seminars), to 
be active in extra-curricular activities, etc. 
Learner autonomy called the ability to take responsibility of one's own 
learning, which is specified as to have, and to hold, the responsibility for all 
the decisions concerning all aspects of this learning (Holec, 1981). The 
ability to direct one’s own learning is more important in the area of foreign 
language study. Autonomy learning is a process to learn independently 
without depending on others. Yamin (2011: 107) stated that autonomy 
learning is the way of participative and active study in order to develop 
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them. Autonomy will make students are able to learn without being told also 
emphasize on learning activity with hold on responsible. This is related with 
indicators of autonomy learning which are highly motivated, goal oriented, 
well organized, hard working, initiative, enthusiastic about learning, willing 
to ask question, making use of every opportunities.  
Related with the pre research and this background of the study, the 
researcher conducted a research in SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta. The 
researcher found that some students that do not know the word’s meaning 
tried to look for on dictionary. In another example, the researcher found that 
students were active in group discussion and each of them expressed their 
own ideas. It can be indicated as creative and autonomous attitudes. 
The researcher focuses on the eighth grade students. The researcher 
chooses the eighth grade because it is middle class between seventh grade 
and ninth grade. Since the seventh grade students still adapt with new school 
environment and ninth grade students are prepared to pass National 
Examination. The researcher chooses this research because she wants to find 
out the skill of the students especially in speaking and its correlation with 
creativity and learner autonomy. 
Based on the description above, the researcher wants to find out: first, 
if there is a positive and significant correlation between creativity and 
speaking skill. Second, the researcher wants to find out if there is a positive 
and significant correlation between learner autonomy and speaking skill. 
Third, the researcher wants to find out if there is a positive and significant 
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correlation between creativity and learner autonomy toward speaking skill. 
So, the researcher decides to conduct a research entitled “The Correlation 
Study Between Creativity and Learner Autonomy Towards Speaking Skill 
at the Eighth Grade of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in the Academic Year 
2019/2020”. 
 
B. Problem Identification 
Based on the background of the study, the researcher can identify many 
problems why speaking skill at the eighth grade of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta 
was still low. They are as follows:  
1. What factor can influence speaking skill of the eighth grade students of 
SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in academic year 2019/2020? 
2. Does students’ creativity influence speaking skill of the eighth grade 
students of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in academic year 2019/2020? 
3. Does learner autonomy influence speaking skill of the eighth grade students 
of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in academic year 2019/2020? 
4. How can creativity and learner autonomy influence speaking skill of the 
eighth grade students of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in academic year 
2019/2020? 
5. Is there any positive correlation between creativity and learner autonomy 
toward speaking skill of the eighth grade students of SMP Al-Islam 1 
Surakarta in academic year 2019/2020? 
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C. Problem Limitation 
The researcher limits the problem of this thesis on three variables; these 
are creativity, learner autonomy and speaking skill. For creativity the 
researcher limits in the four aspects of creativity from Guilford (in Safaria: 
2004: 121-123), namely (1) fluency, (2) flexibility, (3) originality, (4) 
elaboration. Then, for learner autonomy the researcher limits in the nine 
dimensions of learner autonomy from Chan (2001) namely, (1) highly 
motivated, (2) goals oriented, (3) well organized, (4) hard working, (5) 
initiative, (6) enthusiastic about learning, (7) willing to ask question, (8) 
making use of every opportunities. Furthermore, for speaking skill the 
researcher limits in a topic of “asking and giving opinion”. 
The research subject is the eighth grade students of SMP Al-Islam 1 
Surakarta. The correlation is used to examine the coefficient of correlation 
between the variables. The limitation has a purpose to get optimal result of 
the research. 
 
D. Problem Statement 
Based on background and problem limitation, the problems in this 
research can be formulated, as follows: 
1. Is there any positive correlation between creativity and speaking skill of the 
eighth grade students of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in academic year 
2019/2020? 
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2. Is there any positive correlation between learner autonomy and speaking 
skill of the eighth grade students of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in academic 
year 2019/2020? 
3. Is there any positive correlation between creativity and learner autonomy 
toward speaking skill of the eighth grade students of SMP Al-Islam 1 
Surakarta in academic year 2019/2020? 
 
E. Objectives of the Study 
Based on the problem statement above, the objective of the study as 
follows: 
1. To find out whether there is any positive and significant correlation 
between creativity and speaking skill of the eighth grade of SMP Al-Islam 
1 Surakarta in academic year of 2019/2020; 
2. To find out whether there is any positive and significant correlation 
between learner autonomy and speaking skill of the eighth grade of SMP 
Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in academic year of 2019/2020; 
3. To find out whether there is any positive and significant correlation 
between creativity and learner autonomy toward speaking skill of the 
eighth grade students of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in academic year of 
2019/2020; 
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F. Benefit of the Study 
It is expected that this research can be useful theoretically and 
practically. 
1. Theoretical benefits 
Theoretically the result of the study may provide additional information 
to the students to learn. The result of this study will be helpful for other 
researcher about creativity, learner autonomy and speaking skill. 
2. Practical Benefits 
Practical benefits are benefits directed directly to the parties involved 
in the research. 
a. For students 
The finding of the study will help them to have new motivation 
and spirit to learn English. They will find creative way and being 
autonomous. 
b. For school 
The result of this study is expected to give more information 
about the correlation between creativity and learner autonomy toward 
speaking skill. 
c. For teachers 
The finding of this research will help the teacher in delivering 
English material for students and make them being creative and 
autonomous. Furthermore, this study becomes such a reference in 
teaching students to increase speaking skill. 
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d. For other researchers 
The results of this study are expected to provide and increase 
knowledge insight as well as a reference for conducting similar 
research. 
 
G. Definition of Key Terms 
To avoid some incorrect interpretations on this research title, the 
researcher wants to clarify and explain the term used. 
1. Creativity  
Munandar (1999: 45) define that creativity is ability that reflect 
fluency, flexibility, and originality in thinking and elaborating ideas. 
2. Learner autonomy 
According to Holec (1981) learner autonomy is ability to take charge 
of one’s own learning where this ability means to have and to hold, the 
responsibility for all the decisions concerning all aspects of this learning, 
i.e. planning, monitoring and evaluating their own learning themselves.  
3. Speaking skill  
Speaking is a way in expressing ideas, thoughts, and feelings 
(Navita, 2016: 216). In this research, speaking skill means the skill of 
students to communicate by using oral language related to its 
pronunciation, grammar, vocabulary, fluency, and comprehension. 
 
 10 
 
CHAPTER II 
 REVIEW ON THE RELATED THEORIES 
 
A. Theoretical Description 
1. Review on Speaking Skill  
a. Definitions of Speaking 
One of important skill in English is speaking and many 
definitions about speaking have been proposed by language. Speaking 
derives from the word “Speak”. According to Oxford dictionary, 
“Speak” means say things; talk, be able to use a language, make a 
speech, express ideas, feelings, etc. Speaking is the verbal use of 
language to communicate with other. According to Brown (2004), 
speaking is a productive skill that can directly and empirically 
observe. It means that we can directly see or give score when someone 
is speaking. In addition, Brindley in Rahmawati (2017) defines 
speaking as an oral skill that is used to express a person’s 
understanding, convey intended meaning accurately with sufficient 
vocabulary, use language in appropriate contexts, and interact with 
other speakers fluently. Some of the meanings may be able to be 
understood automatically while others may need to be processed first. 
Based on the definition above, the researcher concludes that 
speaking is one of oral language to communicate directly with the 
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other people in order to make the listener understand with the ideas, 
feeling and thoughts of the speaker. 
b. Importance of Speaking 
Speaking skill in English is useful in many situations and places 
in this era. Such as in the school education, apply to get a job, or when 
someone goes to the other country, because English is international 
language. The importance of speaking was mentioned bellow: 
Speaking skill is the most important thing to be mastered when 
people learn English because speaking is a process of constructing 
meaning; it covers almost all of language components. Through 
speaking someone can express their minds, ideas, and thought freely 
and spontaneously. In addition purpose of teaching speaking is to 
guide both the teachers and students to use the target language as a 
common language in teaching learning process even in their daily life. 
The importance of the ability to speak or write English has recently 
increased significantly because English has become the de facto 
standard. Learning the English language has become popular for 
business, commerce and cultural reasons and especially for internet 
communications throughout the world. English is a language that has 
become standard not because it is widely used by many information 
and technology industries and recognized as being standard. The call 
centre phenomenon has stimulated a huge expansion of internet 
related activity establishing the future of India a cyber-technological 
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super-power. Modern communications, videos, journals and 
newspapers on the internet use English and have made knowing 
English indispensable. (Shaik, 2016). 
Guoqiang (2009) stated that: to be a good speaker the English 
learners have to master all of the components. However, besides those 
linguistic components above there are many factors that influence 
speaking skill. Although speaking has been included in the 
educational plan for English teaching in colleges and universities in 
the past years, the percentage of time devoted to activities in which 
students can communicate with each other in English remains small in 
the whole class. Speaking is the skill that the students will be judged 
upon most in real-life situation .It is an important part of everyday 
interaction and most often the first impression of a person is based on 
his/her ability to speak fluently and comprehensibly. 
c. Kinds of Speaking 
According to Brown (2004: 141), there are five basic types of 
speaking as follows: 
1) Imitative: at one end of continuum of types of speaking 
performance is the ability to simply the parrot back (imitative) a 
word or phrase or possibly a sentence. 
2) Intensive : the production of short stretches of oral language 
designed to demonstrate competence in a narrow band of 
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grammatical, phrasal, lexical, or phonological relationships (such 
as prosodic elements-intonation, stress, rhythm, juncture). 
3) Responsive : responsive assessment tasks include interaction and 
test comprehension but at the somewhat limited level of very short 
conversation, standard greetings and small talk, simple request and 
comments, and the like. 
4) Interactive: interaction can take the two forms transactional 
language, which have the purpose of exchanging specific 
information, or interpersonal exchanges, which have the purpose 
of maintaining social relationships. 
5) Extensive or monologue: extensive oral production tasks include 
speeches, oral presentations, and storytelling, during with the 
opportunity for oral interaction from listeners is either highly 
limited (perhaps to nonverbal responses) or ruled out altogether. 
From the several basic types of speaking performance, it can be 
concluded that the five basic type of speaking are imitative, intensive, 
responsive, interactive and extensive or monologue. 
d. Problems in Speaking 
In speaking activities, there are some problems faced by learners. 
According to Ur (1996: 121), those problems can be explained as 
follows: 
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1) Inhibition 
Different from reading, writing and listening activities, speaking 
requires some real time exposures to the audiences. In trying to 
say things in foreign language learners are often inhibited. They 
are feeling worried about mistakes, fearful of criticism or ashamed 
of the attention that their speech attracts. 
2) The lack of theme to be spoken 
Some learners get difficulties in thinking of anything to say, the 
have less motivation to express themselves beyond the guilty 
feeling that they should be spoken. 
3) Lack of participant 
Commonly, in a certain situation or in a large group of people, 
such as in classroom, only one person who speaks while the others 
are dominantly just to be listeners. In this case, the situation makes 
the unlived conversation because the lack of participant. It means 
that the skill of speaking is not supported yet sufficiently. 
4) The use of mother tongue 
The learners tend to use mother tongue because of several reasons. 
First, because it is easier. Second, it feels unnatural to speak to one 
another in a foreign language. The last, they feel less exposed if 
they are speaking mother tongue. 
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Based on the explanation above, there are some problems in 
speaking; inhibition, the lack of theme to be spoken, lack of 
participant and the use of mother tongue. 
e. The Characteristics of Successful Speaking Activity 
Speaking activity is called success if fulfill some characteristics. 
According to Ur (1996: 120), the characteristics that indicate in 
successful speaking activity are as follows: 
1) Learners talk a lot 
As much as possible of the period of time allotted to the activity is 
in fact occupied by learners’ talk. This may seem obvious, but 
often most time is taken up with teacher’s talks or pauses. 
2) Participation is even 
Classroom discussion is not dominated by minority of talk-active 
participants: all get chance to speak and contributions are fairly 
evenly distributed. 
3) Motivation is high 
Learners are eager to speak because they are interested in the topic 
and have something new to say about it, or because they want to 
contribute to achieving a task objective. 
4) Language is of an acceptable level 
Learners express themselves in utterances that are relevant, easily 
comprehensible to each other, and of an acceptable level of 
language accuracy. 
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From the explanation above, it can be concluded that the 
characteristics of successful speaking activity are: learners talk a lot or 
active learners, participations is even, high motivation, and acceptable 
level of language 
f. The Indicator of speaking skill 
According to Haris (1969: 81-82), there are some component 
should be recognized by learners in learning speaking, as follows: 
Table 2.1 The Indicator of Speaking skill 
Aspect Competency Score/Level 
Pronunciation Have few traces of foreign accent. 
5 
(17 - 20) 
Always intelligible, though one in 
conscious of a definite scent. 
4 
(13 - 16) 
Pronunciation problems 
necessitate concentrated listening 
and occasionally lead to 
misunderstanding. 
 
3 
(9 – 12) 
Very hard to understand because 
of pronunciation problems, must 
frequently be asked to repeat. 
2 
(5 – 8) 
Pronunciation problems so serve 
as to make speech virtually 
unintelligible. 
1 
(0 – 4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Grammar 
Makes few noticeable errors of 
grammar word-order. 
5 
(17 - 20) 
Occasionally make grammatical 
and or word-order errors which 
do not, however obscure 
meaning. 
4 
(13 - 16) 
Makes frequent errors of 
grammar and word-order which 
occasionally obscure meaning. 
3 
(9 – 12) 
Grammar and word-order errors 
make comprehension difficult. 
Must often rephrase sentence 
and/ or restrict him to basic 
patterns. 
 
2 
(5 – 8) 
Errors in grammar and word-
order so several as to make 
speech virtually unintelligible. 
1 
(0 – 4) 
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Vocabulary 
Use   vocabularies and   idioms is 
virtually that as a native speaker. 
5 
(17 - 20) 
Sometimes uses in appropriate 
terms and/ or must rephrase 
ideas because of lexical 
inadequacies. 
4 
(13 - 16) 
Frequently uses the wrong 
words; conversation somewhat 
limited because of adequate 
vocabulary. 
 
3 
(9 – 12) 
Misuse of words and very 
limited vocabulary make 
comprehension quite difficult. 
2 
(5 – 8) 
Vocabulary limitations so 
extreme as to make conversation 
virtually impossible. 
1 
(0 – 4) 
 
 
 
 
Fluency 
Speech as fluent and effortless as 
that of a native speaker. 
5 
(17 - 20) 
Speed of speech seems to be 
slightly affected by language 
problems. 
4 
(13 - 16) 
Speeds are rather strongly 
affected by language problems. 
3 
(9 – 12) 
Usually hesitant, often forced into 
silence by language limitations. 2 (5 – 8) 
Speech is a halting fragmentary 
as to make conversation virtually 
impossible. 
1 
(0 – 4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Comprehension 
Appears to understands 
everything without difficult. 
5 
(17 - 20) 
Understands nearly everything 
at normal speed, although 
occasional repetition may be 
necessary. 
4 
(13 - 16) 
Understand most of what is said 
at slower than normal speed 
with repetitions. 
3 
(9 – 12) 
Has great difficulty following 
what is said. Can comprehend 
only “social conversation” 
spoken slowly and with frequent 
repetitions. 
 
2 
(5 – 8) 
Cannot be said to understand 
even sample conversation 
English. 
1 
(0 – 4) 
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From the table above, we can know that the scoring scale from 5 
to 1 in all of five aspects that will be measure. In short, the scoring 
system above means that (5)= very good; (4)= good; (3)= fair; (2)= 
inadequate; (1)= inacceptable. 
2. Review on Creativity 
a. The definition of creativity 
A must-have skill in the 21st century is creativity. Without 
exception creativity is a prerequisite for world development in science 
and technology. According to Barron (in Hosnan, 2016: 245), 
creativity is the ability to create something new or a combination of 
pre-existing elements. Creativity is a person's special ability that is 
dominated by the power of imagination and the movement to create. 
Creativity is not a special potential that is passed down through 
genetic crossing, but rather abilities that are formed through the 
process of experience, learning, imagination and human thinking 
(Muliawan, 2016: 3).  
Creativity is ability that someone has to create something that is 
new. Creativity is something which can be learned and developed. 
Everyone has creative potential, though not all people can develop and 
use it in full, Creativity is the utilization of imagination and new ideas 
to be more effective and successful (Khodabakhshzadeh et al., 2018: 
228). 
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According to Guilford (Ngalimun, 2013: 44) creativity refers to 
creative person. Guilford puts two ways of thinking, namely 
convergent and divergent thinking. Convergent thinking is an 
individual ability to think of something with an only one correct 
answer. Then the divergent thinking is the individual's ability to look 
for various alternative answers in a problem. 
Munandar (1999: 45) define that creativity is ability that reflect 
fluency, flexibility, and originality in thinking and elaborating ideas. 
Rogers in Ngalimun, et al., (2013: 45) stated creativity as the process 
that results new actions. According to Drevdahl in Ngalimun et al., 
(2013) stated that creativity as ability to produce compositions and 
new ideas in the form of imaginative creativity. 
Creativity means literally, "create", "creation" or "creative force" 
and "power to create new works" (Anwar, H., 1381: 286 in Namia, et. 
Al, 2014:36). Creativity is the ability to make or bring to existence 
something new, whether a new solution to a problem, a new method 
or device or a new artistic object or form. Meanwhile Penick (1992) 
described creativity as a process of becoming sensitive to problems, 
deficiencies, gaps in knowledge, missing elements and disharmonies 
as well as identifying, searching for solutions, making guesses or 
formulation of hypotheses, and possibly modifying and restating them, 
and experimenting to find results and finally communicating the 
results. 
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From some of the above definitions can be concluded that 
creativity is a special thing owned by individual to create something 
new as the result of interaction with environment to face problems, 
look for alternatives to solve the problem.  
b. Characteristics of creativity 
According to Ali (2005: 41), convergent thinking is individual 
thinking about something that is only has one correct answer based on 
her/his view. Then divergent thinking is individual’s ability to look for 
various alternative answers to the problem. In relation to creativity, a 
creative person has more divergent ways of thinking than convergent.  
Student’s creativity in the learning process is very important for 
student’s learning outcomes in EFL. To see the extent of student 
creativity in learning, teacher can assess the level of student creativity 
by looking from students' creative thinking abilities. Siswono (2008: 
18-19) stated this is expert opinion about the criteria of creative 
thinking abilities that include:  
1) According to Williams, the characteristics of creative thinking 
ability are fluency, flexibility, originality, and elaboration. 
2) Guilford and Merrifield stated that criteria from the creativity 
scales are fluency, flexibility, originality and elaboration  
Based on the two opinions above shows that the main 
characteristics of creative people are (Safaria, 2004:121-123): 
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1) Fluency is the ability to produce thought or statement in large 
quantities. This concept means someone can collect a large 
number of alternative solutions to a certain problems in a certain 
amount of time. The more ideas that are owned, the more possible 
to find the problem solving. 
2) Flexibility is the ability to produce many kinds of thoughts, and 
easily move from certain types of thinking to other types of 
thinking. It is related to the willingness to use various points of 
view, perspectives, approaches, or paradigms in solving a 
problem, meaning we are not fixated on just one method, but try to 
see and solve problems from another approach. 
3) Originality is the ability to think in new ways or with unique 
expressions, and the ability to think and produce unusual thoughts 
rather than thoughts that are clearly known. Originality in here 
does not mean that the ideas generated are entirely new, but what 
is meant more emphasized is trying to challenge something that is 
certain systematically. 
4) Elaboration is the ability to add or detail of an object, idea or 
situation. Elaboration in here is the form of ability to describe the 
existing problem, or recognize the type of problem, its factors, and 
understand the consequences that will be felt. 
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c. Factors Influencing Creativity 
According to Utami Munandar (in Hosnan, 2016: 249) stated that 
factors influencing creativity are: 
1) Age 
2) Parents’ educational background 
3) Facilities 
4) Free time spending 
Clark (in Hosnan, 2016: 249-250), categorized the factors 
influencing creativity into this two group. 
1) Factors that support creativity development are as follows: 
a) Situations that present incompleteness and openness 
b) Situations that encourage many questions 
c) Situations that encourage in order to produce something 
d) Situations that encourage responsibility and autonomy 
e) Situations that emphasize self-initiative to explore, observe, 
ask, feel, classify, take notes, and etc. 
f) Situations that allow for developing potential creativity in 
more broadly because it will provide a more varied world 
view 
g) Birth position (based on creativity tests, firstborn boys are 
more creative than boys that born later) 
h) Attention from parents to their children's interests, stimulation 
from school environment, and self motivation 
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2) Factors that inhibit creativity development are as follows. 
a) There is a need for success and lack of courage in taking risks  
b) Unconformity with the group friends and social pressure 
c) Less courage in exploring and using imagination 
d) Gender stereotypes 
e) Authoritarianism 
f) Do not respect fantasy 
d. The Measurement of Creativity  
Creativity can be measured by various measurement methods. 
Measurement of creativity is distinguished from approaches that used 
to measure. According Sunardi (2007: 4) there are five approaches are 
used to measure creativity, namely: (1) objective analysis, (2) 
subjective consideration, (3) personality inventory, (4) biographical 
inventory, and (5) creativity test. 
Objective analysis to measure creativity is directly on a product 
or a real form or creative works that can be observed physically. The 
advantage of this method is directly measuring creativity that is 
inherent in creative works. Meanwhile the disadvantage of this method 
is that only can be used for an object that can be measured its intrinsic 
quality and it is not easy to describe the criteria from subjectivity. 
Subjective consideration is directly measuring the creative 
people or the products. The measurement procedures are usually use 
history records, biography, anthologies or asking a consideration from 
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an experts group. Another procedure is using public agreement if the 
subject is limited. This method is quite practical but the weakness is 
every subject has different perception on the creativity itself. 
Personality inventory is to know the tendencies from creative 
person related to creativity. Personality inventory is consisted by 
fluency, flexibility, originality and elaboration. The tool to measure 
personality inventory can use attitudes scale or creative personality 
inventory. The statement items can use forced choice (yes and no) or 
Likert scale (strongly agree-strongly disagree).  
Biographical inventory is used to identify creative adolescents in 
artistic and scientific fields of achievement, and distinguish male and 
female students with writing talent. 
Creativity test is used to identify creative people from their 
ability to think creatively. The difference between intelligence test and 
creativity test is the criteria from the answers. Intelligence test is used 
for convergent thinking because the answer is right or wrong. 
Meanwhile creativity test for divergent thinking and there is no right or 
wrong answer. 
Creativity measurement can easily be done with personality 
inventory method because it can use questionnaire with Likert scale or 
forced choice. Besides that, from personality inventory it can be known 
the fluency, flexibility, originality and elaboration from a creative 
person. Giving questionnaire to informants also avoid the subjectivity. 
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3. Review on Learner Autonomy 
a. The Definition of Learner Autonomy 
The concepts about learner autonomy have been promoted in 
literature over the past 30 years and it is a concept which is attracted 
interest by language teachers as we have moved toward more 
communicative a pedagogical approach which is encourages students 
to participate in their learning more fully (Miller, 2009).  
According to Holec (1981:78) describes the term autonomy as 
the ability to take charge of one’s own learning. That statement 
explains that the concept of autonomy in language learning is 
independence, where the learner has the ability to decide what they 
will learn and how they will learn the language. Holec elaborates this 
definition as the ability to have and to hold the responsibility for all 
decisions concerning all aspects of learning, such as: determining the 
objectives, defining the content and progression, selecting methods and 
techniques to be used, monitoring the procedure of acquisition, and 
evaluating what has been acquired. In short, they refer to the capacity 
of making decisions at successive stages of the learning process. In 
other word the concept of autonomy signifies learner’s expansive 
approach to the learning process rather than a specified style of 
teaching or learning 
Learner autonomy has a relation with constructivism theory. 
Constructivism learning theory holds the learners are active 
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constructors of knowledge meaning, learning subjects. Constructivism 
is not a new concept. It has its roots in philosophy and has been 
applied to sociology and anthropology, as well as cognitive psychology 
and education. According to Haiyan (2014: 155) constructivism 
learning theory emphasizes that learning is the center and learner 
autonomy should be given full pay attention. During the whole 
learning process, teachers mainly play the role of organizer, guider and 
assistor. Learners should not only understand new knowledge but also 
analyze, check and criticize new knowledge during the learning 
process. Haiyan explains that teachers’ prior task is to stimulate 
learners’ learning interest and learning motivation and then connect 
current content with learners’ original knowledge and experience 
organically. Learners don’t come to classroom with empty heads. They 
have formed certain knowledge and experience based on their past life 
and study. 
According to Gray (1997:89) constructivist are structured so that 
learners are immersed in experiences within which they may engage in 
meaning-making inquiry, action, imagination, invention, interaction, 
hypothesizing and personal reflection. Teachers need to recognize how 
people use their own experiences, prior knowledge and perceptions, as 
well as their physical and interpersonal environments to construct 
knowledge and meaning. The goal is to produce new learning 
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environment that provides meaningful learning experiences for 
autonomous learners. 
As the explanation above, the cultivating of learner autonomy is 
based on constructivism theory and reflects constructivism theory 
fully. They supplement each other. Constructivism as theoretical 
support, learner autonomy advocates learner-oriented study, 
emphasizing learners’ role of cognitive subject. Knowledge is not 
passed on by the teacher but learners’ acquiring through meaningful 
construction with the help of necessary learning materials and others. 
Thanasoulas (2000:74) notes that the term autonomy has been 
used in five ways: 
1) for situations in which learners study entirely on their own, 
2) for a set of skill  which can be learned and applied in self-directed 
learning, 
3) for an inborn capacity which is suppressed by institutional 
education, 
4) for the exercise of learners’ responsibility for their own learning, 
and, 
5) for the right of learners to determine the direction of their own 
learning. 
From the definitions above, we can see that learner autonomy 
can’t be easily defined. Learner autonomy can be seen as learner’s 
behavior or capacity, and it can be expressed through a range of 
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activities and skill. However, Holec (1981) gives a comprehensive 
definition of autonomy which the writer would like to adopt in this 
paper, i.e. the ability to take charge of one’s own learning which 
covers decisions concerning all aspects of learning. 
b. Component of Learner Autonomy 
There are two components that make up learner autonomy. 
Littlewood (1996:427) defines an autonomous person as one who has 
an independent capacity to make and carry out the choices which 
govern his or her actions. According to Littlewood (1996:428) this 
capacity depends on two main components as follow: 
1) Ability 
Ability divided into two components, which depends on 
possessing knowledge about the alternatives from which choices 
have to be made and skill for carrying out whether choices seem 
most appropriate. It means that a student may have the ability to 
make independent choice. 
2) Willingness  
A person may be willing to make independent choice for 
his/her learning process. Willingness also divided into two 
components on both motivation and the confidence to take 
responsibility for the choice required. 
According to the explanation above about component of 
autonomy, it can be concluded that from two main components there 
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are four components (knowledge, skill, motivation and confidence) 
that should be presented in learner autonomy to make independent 
choice. It is obvious that making independent choices is the core of 
the learner autonomy. 
c. Characteristic of Autonomous Learner 
As the main participants of the term autonomy, the learners are 
ascribed the control in an autonomous environment. According to 
Dickinson (1993:34), although quite a lot of learners actually do not 
know what is going on in their classes, autonomous learners are able to 
identify what has been taught. They are able to formulate their own 
learning objectives in collaboration with teacher, or as something that 
is in addition to what the teacher is doing. In addition, autonomous 
learners can select and implement appropriate learning strategies 
consciously, and they can monitor their own use of learning strategies. 
Lastly, autonomous learners should monitor their own learning and 
self-assessment. 
According to Little (2001), autonomous learners understand the 
purpose of their learning program, explicitly accept responsibility for 
their learning, share in the setting of learning goals, take initiatives in 
planning and executing learning activities, and regularly review their 
learning and evaluate its effectiveness. It means that the practice of 
learner autonomy requires a positive attitude, a capacity for reflection, 
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and a readiness to be proactive in self-management and in interaction 
with others. 
Thanasoulas (2000) states that someone qualifies as an 
autonomous learner when he “independently chooses aims and 
purposes and sets goals; chooses materials, methods and tasks; 
exercises choice and purpose in organizing and carrying out the chosen 
tasks; and chooses criteria for evaluation.” 
Based on CIEL Handbook (2000:5) learner autonomy indicates 
a number of dimension in which learners move away from dependence 
on the teacher and: Take responsibility for their own learning and learn 
to learn, develop key transferable skill (study time management, IT, 
personal skill etc,) actively manage their learning; seeking out the 
opportunities and using appropriate learning strategies and involve 
themselves in an interactive process in which they set short and long 
term learning objectives reflect on and evaluate progress. 
According to Chan (2001) that the learners identified the 
following characteristics qualities of autonomous learners; 
1) Highly motivated 
Motivation is something that energizes, directs, and sustains 
behavior; it gets students moving, points them in a particular 
direction, and keeps them going. We often see students’ motivation 
reflected in personal investment and in cognitive, emotional, and 
 
 
31 
 
 
behavioral engagement in school activities. All students are 
motivated in one way or another. 
2) Goals oriented 
Goals are more personal and should be set by students to be 
accomplished by students (Madden, 1997). When goals are created 
by students, the goals become more personal and students are 
more likely to take ownership. Also students can focus on areas 
that they personally struggle with and work to become stronger in 
those areas (Bloom, 2009). Students need to be taught the 
difference between mastery goals and performance goals, and they 
need to be taught how to write goals. With knowing well about 
their learning goals, they will have learning autonomy 
automatically. In addition to know what type of goals students 
should focus on, it is also important to review progress of learning. 
3) Well organized 
There are some variant ways for creating a well-organized 
individual learning. That is because what works well depends on 
students’ capabilities and needs. 
4) Hard working 
Hard working in learning is needed by the students to achieve 
their maximal learning result. They have to spend more time in 
learning process to ensure that they really understand about the 
materials. 
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5) Initiative  
Initiative learner has the ability to decide and do the right thing 
without anyone instruction. In autonomous learning initiative is the 
one of abilities needed to construct the students’ mind in order to 
build the independence in making learning decision. 
6) Enthusiastic about learning 
The enthusiastic learners have a high need for achievement. 
Based on their high need they will study hard and showed their 
enthusiastic in the classroom learning process. 
7) Willing to ask question 
The learners with their autonomy in learning guide them to ask 
the questions related on their difficulties in learning. 
8) Making use of every opportunities 
Autonomous learner takes every chance they get to improve 
their learning result. 
From those characteristics above autonomy for the language 
learners has been described as a process that enables learners to 
recognize and assess their own needs, to choose and apply their own 
learning strategies or styles. These characteristics from Chan (2001) 
show us what learners should be able to do in order to manage their 
learning effectively. To achieve success in developing these 
characteristics, students need to be presented with autonomous 
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learning opportunities, and support in the development of the 
necessary strategies to be successful. 
d. Factors Supporting Learner Autonomy 
There are some factors that supporting learning autonomy in 
English Foreign Language Lesson. Han (2014) suggests there are 
various factors in promoting learner autonomy in language learning: 
1) Self-instruction refers to learning without a teacher or learning 
without a direct control of a teacher  
2) Self-direction is described as the process or the techniques used in 
directing one‘s own learning. 
3) Self-access refers to learning from materials and facilities that are 
organized to facilitate learning; self-instruction in using these 
materials 
4) Distance learning which is closely connected with online learning 
and cyber-schools 
5) Out-of-class learning refers to the efforts of learners taking 
classroom-based language courses to find opportunities for 
language learning and use outside class. 
Based on the explanation above learners are reflectively engaged 
in planning, monitoring and evaluating their own learning themselves. 
Therefore, this will bring about success as the learning process was 
basically focused on the learning process they experience. 
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B. Related Previous Study 
To conduct this research, the researcher has some related studies as 
follows: 
No. Name/Year Affiliation Title Similarity Difference 
1.  Hadi Salehi, 
Marziyeh 
Ebrahimi, 
Susan Sattar 
and 
Mohammad 
Shojaee / 2015 
Islamic 
Azad 
University, 
Isfahan, 
Iran 
Relationship 
between 
EFL 
Learners’ 
Autonomy 
and 
Speaking 
Strategies 
They Use in 
Conversation 
Classes 
1) The kind 
of research 
is 
correlation; 
2) The 
scope of 
research is 
speaking 
The 
previous 
research 
conducted 
speaking 
strategies 
meanwhile 
the 
researcher 
conducted 
the speaking 
skill 
2.  Najme Bagheri 
/ 2018 
Islamic 
Azad 
University, 
Marvdasht, 
Iran 
Critical 
Thinking 
and 
Autonomy in 
Speaking 
Ability: A 
Case Study 
1) The kind 
of research 
is 
correlation; 
2) The 
scope of 
research is 
speaking 
The 
previous 
research 
used critical 
thinking as 
independent 
variable 
meanwhile 
the 
researcher 
used 
creativity 
3.  Mania 
Nosratinia and 
Parisa Mirzaki 
/ 2014 
Islamic 
Azad 
University 
at Central 
Tehran, 
Iran 
An 
Exploration 
into the 
Relationship 
among EFL 
Learners' 
Emotional 
Intelligence, 
Self-
Regulation, 
Autonomy, 
and 
Creativity 
1) The kind 
of research 
is 
correlation; 
2) The 
independent 
variables 
was similar 
(creativity 
and 
autonomy)  
The 
previous 
research 
conducted 
emotional 
intelligence 
meanwhile 
the 
researcher 
conducted 
the speaking 
skill 
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From the previous study above, it can be seen that there are some 
similarities and differences with this study that will be conducted by the 
researcher. In this study the researcher have three variables that all of them 
have covered in this previous studies, those are creativity, learner autonomy 
and speaking skill. 
 
C. Rationale 
1. The Correlation of Creativity and Speaking skill 
Learning a foreign language is difficult to understand. It can be 
caused by foreign language itself and the differences of mother tongue. 
Beside that there are also several factors that influence the learners to 
study foreign language. One of the factors is internal factor or factor that 
comes inside the student such as creativity. Creativity is important aspect 
that will determine a person's success, both in learning, business and 
even determine the psychological well-being of a person (Althuizen, 
Wierenga, & Rossiter: 2010). 
Based on the statement above, creativity has a significant role as an 
aspect that will determine the students’ speaking skill. 
2. The Correlation of Learner Autonomy and Speaking skill 
Nowadays in foreign language classrooms around the world the 
teacher’s goal is usually to develop her learners’ communicative 
proficiency in the target language. Autonomous learners are self-
motivated and reflective learners, their learning is efficient and effective. 
Students need autonomy because teachers do not always guide and help 
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them. Therefore, Nation and Macalists (2010) noted that students need to 
learn how to learn a language, how to monitor and apply their learning so 
that they can become effective language learners. Concerning choices 
and decisions by the learners, it was believed those learners’ making 
choices about how they learned and what activities they did, and 
involving them to decide what and how to learn could promote autonomy 
among learners (Lengkanawati, 2017). 
Based on the statement above, learner autonomy can make learning 
more efficient and effective so that capable to increase learning English 
3. The Correlation of Creativity and Learner Autonomy toward Speaking 
skill 
Creativity and learner autonomy show their role in English as 
foreign language (EFL). They have aspects in affecting learning 
outcomes. Creativity gives the effect to students if they have high 
creativity they will find creative way to know and understand English as 
foreign language. Learner autonomy gives the effect to students if they 
have high autonomy they can plan, monitor and evaluate their own 
learning themselves. 
 
C. Hypothesis 
Based on theory and rationale, the hypotheses of this research are 
formulated as follows: 
1. H0 = There is no positive correlation between creativity and students’ 
speaking skill 
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Ha = There is any positive correlation between creativity and students’ 
speaking skill 
2. H0 = There is no positive correlation between learner autonomy and 
students’ speaking skill 
Ha = There is any positive correlation between learner autonomy and 
students’ speaking skill 
3. H0 = There is no positive correlation between creativity and learner 
autonomy toward students’ speaking skill 
Ha = There is any positive correlation between creativity and learner 
autonomy toward students’ speaking skill 
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CHAPTER III 
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 
 
A. Research Method 
The research conducted in correlation research design which is included 
as a quantitative research. Sugiyono (2011: 7) states that quantitative research 
is one kind of research method where the data is in the form of number and 
analyzed with statistic. Creswell (2012: 338) states that correlation research 
design uses to describe and measure of relationship between two or more 
variables or sets of scores. In this research, the researcher wants to find out 
the correlation between three variables; creativity, learner autonomy and 
speaking skill. 
There are three possible results of a correlation study: a positive 
correlation, negative correlation and no correlation. The correlation 
coefficient is measure of correlation strength and can range from -1.00 to 
+1.00. Perfect positive correlation would result in a score of +1. Perfect 
negative correlation would result in -1 (Sugiyono, 2015: 226). 
1. Positive correlation: Both variables improve or decrease at the same time. 
A correlation coefficient close to +1.00 indicates a strong positive 
correlation; 
2. Negative correlation: Indicates that as the amount of one variable 
improves to other decreases. A correlation coefficient close to -1.00 
indicates a strong negative correlation 
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3. No correlation: Indicates no relationship between the two variables. A 
correlation coefficient of 0 indicates no correlation. 
According to Sugiyono (2011: 39), there are two kinds of variable; 
independent and dependent variable. Independent variable is free variable that 
can influence, in other words it is called causative variable. Meanwhile, 
dependent variable is variable that is influenced by independent variable, in 
other words it is called effected variable. In this research, there are three 
variables as follows: 
1. Independent variable  
In this research, there are two independent variables those are: 
Creativity (X1) and Learner Autonomy (X2) 
2. Dependent variable (Y) 
The dependent variable of this research is speaking skill (Y).  
The relationship between those variable can be drawn as the following: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 3.1. Research Paradigm 
 
 
Creativity           
(X1) 
Learner Autonomy 
(X2) 
Speaking skill (Y) 
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B. Place and Time of the research 
In this subchapter presents the place of the research and the time of 
conducting the research. The explanation of the place and the time of research 
as follow: 
1. Place of the Research 
The place of the study was at SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta. This 
school has three buildings, they are A building which is called Begalon 
as the place for teaching and learning process and as PK, B building is 
called Nirbitan Baru as laboratory which is integrated with C building. C 
Building is called Nirbitan as the place for teaching and learning process 
especially for regular class. A building is located in Jl. Mr. Muh. Yamin 
no. 125 Surakarta whereas C building is located in Jl. Ponconoko 37 
Nirbitan, Surakarta. It is near the main street of Jl. Veteran. 
2. Time  
This research will be conducted from July – December 2019. 
 
C. Population, Sample, and Sampling  
1. Population  
Sugiyono (2016: 117) defines population as generalization region 
consisting of object/subject that has certain qualities and characteristics 
that determined by the researcher to be studied and then concluded. 
Arikunto (2006: 130) states that population is overall research subject. 
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According to Fraenkel and Wallen (2009: 90) stated that population as 
the group of interest to the researcher, the group whom the researcher 
would like to generalize the results of the study. Population can be defined 
as totality of the presumable-whole grade, result for counting and 
measuring, quantitative and qualitative about the certain features from the 
whole group which is wanted to find out its feature. The population of the 
research is the eighth grade students of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in the 
academic year of 2019/2020 which consists of 6 classes. The total 
population is about 163 students. The total class can be seen in the Table 
3.1: 
Table 3.1 Population of the eighth grade students  
No Class Total  
1.   8C 29 
2.  8D 28 
3.  8E 26 
4.  8F 28 
5.  8G 26 
6.  8H 26 
TOTAL  163 
 
2. Sample  
Sample is a part of amount and its characteristics (Sugiyono, 2010: 
120).  Creswell (2012:142) states that sample is a subgroup of the target 
population that the researcher plans to study for generalizing about the 
target population. According to Ruseffendi and Achmad Sanusi (in Arifin, 
2012: 216), the sample proportion is depending on the research type and 
the sampling technique, for example: 
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a. Descriptive research, 10-20% of population 
b. Correlation research, minimum 30 subjects 
c. Quasi experiment research, minimum 30 subjects 
d. True experiment research, 15 subjects 
According to Arikunto (2006: 112), if the total of population is less 
than 100, the researcher is suggested to take it all, meanwhile the total of 
population is more than 100, it can be taken 10-15%, or 20-25%, or more. 
Some reasons of taking sample are: 
a. Researcher abilities of time, power and financial, 
b. Broad and narrow of areas from subjects observation, because it is 
related with a lot or a little of data, 
c. It is easy to spread the questionnaires because the amount has been 
determined. 
From the above reasons, sample taking in this research is 25% of the 
population and in this case, 21 students that taken randomly were not used 
as the sample because to try out. It means the total of sample is (163-21) x 
25% = 35 students that taken randomly. In which the sample will be taken 
based on the student’s attendant list. 
3. Sampling  
Fraenkel and Wallen (2009:90) states that sampling refers to the 
process of selecting the sample of individuals who will participate the 
observed or questioned. Furthermore, Richard et al. (1985: 249) state that 
sampling is the procedure of selecting a sample. In this research, the 
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researcher uses purposive cluster random sampling. Every individual in the 
population must have similar chance to be clarified as sample in this 
research. Thus, researcher can estimate how many mistakes in taking the 
sample (sampling error). 
In this research, the researcher used random sampling that according 
to Arifin (2012: 218) refers to a variety of selection techniques in which 
sample members are selected by chance, but with a known probability of 
selection. The application from this technique is an ordinal way, which is 
taking members of population from the top down. This way can be done by 
making a list of population, and then researcher took odd or even number 
or multiplicative number. 
Technique of sampling is taken randomly 25% based on the attendant 
list without determining characteristics of eighth grade students of SMP Al-
Islam 1 Surakarta then researcher took multiplicative numbers. This 
technique is chosen because researcher wants to give every class the similar 
chance to be sample. 
 
D. The Technique of  Collecting Data  
In collecting the data, questionnaire and document were used by the 
researcher. The questionnaire was used to obtain the data of creativity and 
learner autonomy, and then the document was used to collect the score of 
speaking skill.  
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1. The research instruments 
a. Questionnaire 
Questionnaire is a number of literally questions that is used to 
get the information from the respondent in term of personality/self-
report or about the thing she or he knows (Arikunto, 2010: 194). The 
researcher used two questionnaires to obtain the data of creativity 
and learner autonomy of eighth grade students of SMP Al-Islam 1 
Surakarta. 
The first questionnaire is for creativity. The researcher used 
close-type questionnaire which is the answers of questions are 
provided, so in this case, respondents only choose the appropriate 
answer that match with their true condition. The questionnaire was 
given to students to identify creative people through traits approach. 
This questionnaire based on the indicator of creativity by Guilford 
which is modified from Susanto’s et al research notes that consist of 
18 statements with 5 options answer. The scores are from 1-5 based 
on Likert scale. 
The second questionnaire is for learner autonomy. The 
researcher used close-type questionnaire which is the answers of 
questions are provided, so in this case, respondents only choose the 
appropriate answer that match with their true condition. The 
questionnaire was given to students to identify how many a student 
can be an autonomous learner. This questionnaire based on the 
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indicator of learner autonomy by Chan (2001) which is modified 
from Dafei’s journal article that consist of 21 statements and divided 
into 2 part which is part 1 that contain 11 statements using Likert 
scale and part 2 consist of 10 statements using multiple choices and 
for scoring is A (5), B (4), C (3), D (2) and E (1). 
b. Test  
According to Cronbach in Winarno (2013: 97), test is the 
systematic process to observation behavior of someone that described 
by scale in the form of number or system with certain category. Test 
in this research is used to collect the score of students’ speaking skill 
at eighth grade students of SMP Al Islam 1 Surakarta. 
In conduct the test, the researcher used oral test in the form of 
dialogue. In this test, the students perform in from of the class in pair 
with a topic given. The researcher got the score from the students’ 
performance. 
There are the criteria that the researcher used in scoring the 
speaking test: 
1) Pronunciation 20 
2) Vocabulary 20 
3) Grammar 20 
4) Fluency 20 
5) Comprehension 20 
100 
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2. Validity and Reliability of the Instrument 
a. Validity of the Instrument 
Sugiyono (2016: 173) states that valid means the instrument 
can use to measure what is should be measured. Validity refers to the 
equality between the data which is obtained with the real data of 
object that is observed. In this research, to measure the validity of 
creativity the researcher used the Pearson Product Moment Formula 
through SPSS 24 for windows. The steps of computing the validity as 
follows: 
1) Turn on SPSS 24 program for windows 
2) Click the variable view and define each column with Q1 to Q18 
(Question 1 – Question 18) then change the column of decimal 
becomes 0 and the column measure becomes scale for all items. 
3) After filling the variable view, click data view, and fill the data of 
creativity 
 
4) Click the analyze menu, then choose scale >> reliability analysis 
 
 
48 
 
 
 
5) Move all items to the item box 
 
6) Click statistic then choose scale if item deleted >> continue >> 
OK 
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7) The result of validity is as below 
 
The criteria of validity test is called valid if robtained is higher than 
rtable (robtained > rtable). Whereas, the test is called invalid if robtained is 
lower than rtable ((robtained < rtable). 
There are 18 items of creativity used to try out. It can be seen 
in the appendix. The rtable at α = 0.05 for N=21 is 0.432. After try 
out, the researcher got 18 items or all items are valid. 
Then to measure the validity of learner autonomy the 
researcher used the Pearson Product Moment Formula through SPSS 
24 for windows. The steps of computing the validity as follows: 
1) Turn on SPSS 24 program for windows 
2) Click the variable view and define each column with Q1 to Q21 
(Question1-Question 21) then change the column of decimal 
becomes 0 and the column measure becomes scale for all items. 
3) After filling the variable view, click data view, and fill the data of 
learner autonomy 
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4) Click the analyze menu, then choose scale >> reliability analysis 
 
5) Move all items to the item box 
 
6) Click statistic then choose scale if item deleted >> continue >> 
OK 
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7) The result of validity is as below 
 
The criteria of validity test is called valid if robtained is higher 
than rtable (robtained > rtable). Whereas, the test is called invalid if 
robtained is lower than rtable ((robtained < rtable). 
There are 21 items of learner autonomy used to try out. It 
can be seen in the appendix. The rtable at α = 0.05 for N=21 is 
0.432. After try out, the researcher got 21 items or all of items are 
valid.  
The validity of speaking test instrument is determined by 
content validity which the content of instrument adapted from the 
material had taught by the teacher. It means that the researcher 
must adjust the content of instrument with subject matter taught 
by the teacher. Then, the researcher make instrument based on the 
indicators of speaking in blue print. The technique is known 
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experts’ judgment. Then, it can be said that the instrument of 
speaking skill is valid. 
b. Reliability of the Instrument 
Arikunto (2012: 100) states that reliability is related with 
dependability. A test has high reliability if it can give consistent 
results. The reliability of speaking skill test is measured by using 
inter-rater reliability. Brown (2004: 21) states that inter-rater 
reliability occurs when two or more scores yield  inconsistent scores 
of the same test, possibly for lack of attention to scoring criteria, 
inexperience, inattention, or even preconceived biases. 
To measure the reliability of creativity and learner autonomy 
questionnaire, the researcher used the Alpha Cronbach Formula 
through SPSS 24 program for Windows, the steps of computation the 
reliability of creativity are as follows: 
1) Turn on SPSS 24  program for windows  
2) Copies the valid data of creativity in data view 
3) Click variable view, changes the coloumn decimal into 0 for all 
items and changes the coloumn measure into scale for all items. 
4) Click analyze >> Scale >> Reliability analysis 
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5) Move all items into items box, click alpha in the model box, then 
click statistic 
 
6) Select item and scale, then click continue >> OK 
 
The criterion of this test is if robtained is higher than rtable (robtained > 
rtable), so the test is reliable. 
Table 3.2 The reliability of creativity 
Reliability Statistics 
Cronbach's 
Alpha N of Items 
.931 18 
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Based on the computation using the formula of Alpha Cronbach 
helping by SPSS 24 program for window, the result of computation is 
0.931. Then, the value is compared to rtable at α = 0.05 for N=21 is 
0.432. It shows that robtained is higher than rtable (0.931 > 0.432). So, it 
can be said that the test is reliable. 
The researcher used the Alpha Cronbach Formula through SPSS 
24 program for Windows, the steps of computation the reliability of 
learner autonomy are as follows: 
1) Turn on SPSS 24  program for windows  
2) Copies the valid data of learner autonomy in data view 
3) Click variable view, changes the coloumn decimal into 0 for all 
items and changes the coloumn measure into scale for all items. 
4) Click analyze >> Scale >> Reliability analysis 
 
5) Move all items into items box, click alpha in the model box, then 
click statistic 
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6) Select item and scale, then click continue >> OK 
 
The criterion of this test is if robtained is higher than rtable (robtained > 
rtable), so the test is reliable. 
Table 3.3 The reliability of learner autonomy 
Reliability Statistics 
Cronbach's 
Alpha N of Items 
.929 21 
 
Based on the computation using the formula of Alpha Cronbach 
helping by SPSS 24 program for window, the result of computation is 
0.929. Then, the value is compared to rtable at α = 0.05 for N=21 is 
0.432. It shows that robtained is higher than rtable (0.929 > 0.432). So, it 
can be said that the test is reliable. 
To analyze the reliability of speaking test, the researcher used 
inter-rater reliability. The researcher got the score from two raters 
giving score than compare the raters’ mean score. The first rater is the 
English teacher of eighth class. The second rater is the researcher. 
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E. Technique of Analyzing the Data 
After collecting the data, the next step is analyzing them to know whether 
there is a positive correlation between creativity and learner autonomy toward 
speaking skill using IBM SPSS Statistic 24 program for Windows. 
1. Analysis of unit 
a. Mode 
Mode is a technique of group explanation which is based on the 
popular value or the most frequent value that appears in the group 
(Sugiyono, 2015: 47). 
b. Median 
Median is one of technique in group explanation which is based 
on central value of data group that have arranged from the lowest to 
the highest or inversely (Sugiyono, 2015: 48). This technique is used 
for describing about some middle big data from each variable in 
research.  
c. Mean 
Mean is the average value of the data group. It is gained from 
summing up the entire individual in that group, then dividing with the 
total of individuals in that group (Sugiyono, 2015: 49).  
d. Range 
Range is the gap between the highest and the lowest value in data 
group. It is gained by subtracting the highest value with the lowest 
value (Sugiyono, 2015: 55). 
 
 
57 
 
 
e. Standard Deviation 
Standard deviation is the distance of an individual value from the 
mean. Standard Deviation is a statistical tool that used for describing 
variability in a distribution or variability in several distributions 
(Bungin, 2014: 189). It is useful in comparing sets of data which may 
have the same mean but a different range.  
The steps to calculate the analysis of unit as follows: 
1) Turn on SPSS 24 program for windows 
2) Click the variable view and define each coloumn with the name of 
variable ( example: creativity, autonomy and speaking), then 
change the coloumn of decimal becomes 0. 
3) After filling the variable view, click the data view, then input the 
data scores of creativity. 
4) Click analyze >> descriptive statistic >> descriptives 
 
5) Move the item into variable box, then click options 
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6) Select the mean, median, mode, sum, etc. Then click continue >> 
OK 
 
7) The result is as below 
 
8) To find the analysis descriptive of learner autonomy and speaking 
skill the steps are same with those steps above. 
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2. Analyzing pre-requirement testing 
Before doing the analysis to know the correlation between creativity 
and learner autonomy toward speaking skill, it is needed to do an analysis 
pre-requirement test that consist of normality and linearity. 
a. Normality testing 
Normality is aimed to know whether the sample taken from the 
population has normal distribution or not. To find out the normality 
of the sample in this research, the researcher used Kolmogorov 
Smirnov (KS-Z) formula through IBM SPSS Statistic 24 program for 
windows. The steps of calculating the normality test as follows: 
1) Turn on SPSS Statistic 24 program for windows 
2) Click the variable view and define each coloumn with the name of 
variable (creativity, autonomy and speaking), then change the 
coloumn of decimal becomes 0 
3) After filling the variable view, click data view, and fill the data of 
creativity, learner autonomy and speaking skill 
4) Click analyze >> descriptive statistic >> explore 
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5) Move the items into dependent box, select plot then click plot 
 
6) Select normality plots with test >> click continue >> OK 
 
7) The result is below 
 
The data of creativity, learner autonomy and speaking skill 
are considered in normal distribution if the significance is higher 
than 0.05. 
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b. Linearity testing  
Linearity is aimed to know whether between independent 
variables (X1 and X2) and dependent variable (Y) that involved in a 
research, which measured by statistical analysis correlation, have 
relation linearly or not. To find out the linearity of the sample in this 
research, the researcher used Test for Linearity formula through IBM 
SPSS Statistic 24 program for windows. The steps to calculate the 
linearity as follows: 
1) Turn on SPSS 24 program for windows 
2) Click the variable view and define each column with the name of 
variable (Creativity and Speaking), then change the column of 
decimal becomes 0 
3) After filling the variable view, click data view, and fill the data of 
creativity and speaking skill 
4) Click analyze >> compare means >> means 
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5) Move the variable speaking into dependent list, and move the 
variable creativity into independent list 
 
6) Click options select the test of linierity >> continue >> OK 
 
7) The result is as below 
 
8) To check the linearity of learner autonomy and speaking skill the 
steps are same with those steps above. 
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3. Hypothesis Testing 
a. Testing the first and second hypothesis 
The test of the first and second hypothesis used to know the 
correlation between creativity and speaking skill and the correlation 
between learner autonomy and speaking skill. The test used as 
follows: 
1) Single correlation 
To test the first and second hypothesis, the researcher used 
single correlation technique using Pearson Product Moment 
Formula through SPSS 24 program for windows. The steps to 
calculate as follows: 
a) Turn on SPSS 24 program for windows 
b) Click the variable view and define each column with the name 
of variable (creativity and speaking), then change the column 
of decimal becomes 0 
c) After filling the variable view, click data view, and fill the 
data   of   creativity and speaking skill 
d) Click analyze >> regression >> linear 
 
 
64 
 
 
 
e) Move the variable speaking into dependent list, and move the 
variable creativity into independent list then click statistics. 
 
f) Select estimates, model fit and R squared change, then click 
continue >> OK 
 
 
 
 
65 
 
 
g) The result is as below 
 
h) To test  the  correlation  between learner autonomy and 
speaking skill (second hypothesis) the steps are same with 
those step above. 
 
2) The significance of the simple correlation coefficient 
The significance of the simple correlation coefficient is if the 
significance of coefficient correlation lower than significant level 
α=0.05, so the correlation is significant. The steps to calculate the 
significance of the simple correlation as follows: 
a) Turn on SPSS 24 program for windows 
b) Click the variable view and define each column with the name 
of variable (creativity and speaking) then change the column 
of decimal becomes 0 
c) After filling the variable view, click data view, and fill the 
data   of   creativity and speaking skill 
d) Click analyze >> regression >> linear 
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e) Move the variable speaking into dependent list, and move the 
variable creativity into independent list then click statistics 
 
f) Select estimates, model fit and R squared change, then click 
continue >> OK 
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g) The result is as below 
 
h) To  test  the  significant  between  learner autonomy and 
speaking skill the steps are same with those step above. 
 
3) Single linear regression 
The steps to calculate single linier regression as follows: 
a) Turn on SPSS 24 program for windows 
b) Click the variable view and define each column with the name 
of variable (creativity and speaking) then change the column 
of decimal becomes 0 
c) After filling the variable view, click data view, and fill the 
data   of   creativity and speaking skill 
d) Click analyze >> regression >> linear 
 
 
 
68 
 
 
e) Move the variable speaking into dependent list, and move the 
variable creativity into independent list then click statistics 
 
f) Select estimates, model fit, R squared change, descriptive, 
confidence interval level 95%, and casewise diagnotics then 
click continue >> OK 
 
g) The result is as below 
 
h) To  test  the  linier regression  between  learner autonomy and 
speaking skill the steps are same with those step above. 
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b. Testing the third hypothesis 
The test of third hypothesis used to know the correlation 
between creativity and learner autonomy toward speaking skill. The 
test used as follows: 
1) Multiple correlation 
The steps to calculate the multiple regression as follows: 
a) Turn on SPSS 24 program for windows 
b) Click the variable view and define each coloumn with the 
name of variable (creativity, autonomy and speaking), then 
change the column of decimal becomes 0 
c) After filling the variable view, click data view, and fill the 
data of creativity, learner autonomy and speaking skill 
d) Click analyze >> regression >> linear 
 
e) Move the variable speaking into dependent list, and move the  
variable creativity and autonomy into independent list then 
click statistics. 
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f) Select estimates, model fit and R squared change, then click 
continue >> OK 
 
g) The result is as below 
 
2) The significance of the multiple correlation coefficient 
The significance of the multiple correlation coefficient is if 
the coefficient of significance Fchange is lower than the level of 
significant α=0.05, so the correlation is significant. The steps to 
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calculate the significance of the multiple correlation coefficient as 
follows: 
a) Turn on SPSS 24 program for windows 
b) Click the variable view and define each coloumn with the 
name of variable (creativity, autonomy and speaking), then 
change the column of decimal becomes 0 
c) After filling the variable view, click data view, and fill the 
data of creativity, learner autonomy and speaking skill 
d) Click analyze >> regression >> linear 
 
e) Move the variable speaking into dependent list, and move the  
variable creativity and autonomy into independent list then 
click statistics. 
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f) Select estimates, model fit and R squared change, then click 
continue >> OK 
 
g) The result is as below 
 
3) Multiple linear regression 
The steps to calculate the multiple linear regression as follows: 
a) Turn on SPSS 24 program for windows 
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b) Click the variable view and define each coloumn with the 
name of variable (creativity, autonomy and speaking), then 
change the column of decimal becomes 0 
c) After filling the variable view, click data view, and fill the 
data of creativity, learner autonomy and speaking skill 
d) Click analyze >> regression >> linear 
 
e) Move the variable speaking into dependent list, and move 
the  variable creativity and autonomy into independent list 
then click statistics. 
 
f) Select estimates, model fit, R squared change, descriptive, 
confidence interval level 95%, and casewise diagnotics then 
click continue >> OK. 
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g) The result is as below 
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CHAPTER IV 
RESEARCH FINDING AND DISCUSSION 
 
A. Research finding  
1. Data Description  
a. Creativity 
The data of  creativity was collected by using questionnaire and 
computed by using SPSS 24 program for Windows. The data of 
creativity can be seen in Table 4.1 below: 
Table 4.1 The statistic data of students’ creativity 
Statistics 
Creativity   
N Valid 35 
Missing 0 
Mean 79.77 
Std. Error of Mean .884 
Median 79.00 
Mode 77a 
Std. Deviation 5.230 
Variance 27.358 
Range 18 
Minimum 71 
Maximum 89 
Sum 2792 
a. Multiple modes exist. The 
smallest value is shown 
 
From the data in Table 4.1 above, it is known that the maximum 
score of students’ creativity is 89 and the minimum score is 71. The 
range of students’ creativity is 18. The mean is 79.77. It is calculated 
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by summing all scores the dividing the sum by number of score. 
The standard error of mean is 0.884. The median is 79.00 then the 
mode is 77. The standard deviation is 5.230. The variance is 27.358 
and the sum of the data is 2792. 
The frequency of creativity score is presented in Table 4.2 
below:  
Table 4.2 The frequency of students’ creativity 
Creativity 
Score Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 
Percent 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  Valid 
71 1 2.9 2.9 2.9 
72 4 11.4 11.4 14.3 
73 1 2.9 2.9 17.1 
76 1 2.9 2.9 20.0 
77 5 14.3 14.3 34.3 
78 3 8.6 8.6 42.9 
79 5 14.3 14.3 57.1 
80 3 8.6 8.6 65.7 
81 1 2.9 2.9 68.6 
84 2 5.7 5.7 74.3 
85 3 8.6 8.6 82.9 
86 1 2.9 2.9 85.7 
87 2 5.7 5.7 91.4 
88 1 2.9 2.9 94.3 
89 2 5.7 5.7 100.0 
Total 35 100.0 100.0  
 
From the Table 4.2 above, there is 1 student who got the score 
71  (2.9%),  4  students who  got the score 72 (11.4%),  1 student who 
got the score 73 (2.9%), 1 student who got the score 76 (2.9%), 5 
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students who got the score 77 (14.3%), 3 students who got the score 
78 (8.6%), 5 students who got the score 79 (14.3%), 3 students who 
got the score 80 (8,6%), 1 student who got the score 81 (2.9%), 2 
students who got the score 84 (5.7%), 3 students who got the score 85 
(8.6%), 1 student who got the score 86 (2.9%), 2 students who got the 
score 87 (5.7%), 1 student who got the score 88 (2.9%), and 2 students 
who got the score 89 (5.7%). 
The frequency of students’ creativity can also be seen in the 
Figure 4.1 below: 
 
Figure 4.1 The histogram of students’ creativity 
 
b. Learner Autonomy 
The data of students’ learner autonomy was collected by using 
questionnaire and computed by using SPSS 24 program for Windows. 
The data of students’ learner autonomy can be seen in Table 4.3 
below: 
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Table 4.3 The statistic data of students’ learner autonomy 
Statistics 
Learner Autonomy   
N Valid 35 
Missing 0 
Mean 87.09 
Std. Error of Mean 1.193 
Median 85.00 
Mode 84 
Std. Deviation 7.060 
Variance 49.845 
Range 25 
Minimum 76 
Maximum 101 
Sum 3048 
 
From the data in Table 4.3 above, it is known that the maximum 
score of students’ learner autonomy is 101 and the minimum score is 
76. The range of students’ learner autonomy is 25. The mean is 87.09. 
It is calculated by summing all scores the dividing the sum by number 
of score. The standard error of mean is 1.193. The median is 85.00 
then the mode is 84. The standard deviation is 7.060. The variance is 
49.845 and the sum of the data is 3048. 
The frequency of creativity score is presented in Table 4.4 
below:  
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Table 4.4 The frequency of students’ learner autonomy 
Learner Autonomy 
Score Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 
Percent 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Valid 
76 1 2.9 2.9 2.9 
78 3 8.6 8.6 11.4 
79 1 2.9 2.9 14.3 
80 3 8.6 8.6 22.9 
81 1 2.9 2.9 25.7 
83 2 5.7 5.7 31.4 
84 5 14.3 14.3 45.7 
85 2 5.7 5.7 51.4 
86 2 5.7 5.7 57.1 
88 2 5.7 5.7 62.9 
89 2 5.7 5.7 68.6 
92 1 2.9 2.9 71.4 
93 1 2.9 2.9 74.3 
94 3 8.6 8.6 82.9 
95 1 2.9 2.9 85.7 
96 1 2.9 2.9 88.6 
98 2 5.7 5.7 94.3 
101 2 5.7 5.7 100.0 
Total 35 100.0 100.0  
 
From the Table 4.4 above, there is 1 student who got the score 
76 (2.9%), 3 students who got the score 78 (8.6%), 1 student who got 
the score 79 (2.9%), 3 students who got the score 80 (8.6%), 1 student 
who got the score 81 (2.9%), 2 students who got the score 83 (5.7%), 
5 students who got the score 84 (14.3%), 2 students who got the score 
85 (5.7%), 2 students who got the score 86 (5.7%), 2 students who got 
the score 88 (5.7%), 2 students who got the score 89 (5.7%), 1 student 
who got the score 92 (2.9%), 1 student who got the score 93 (2.9%), 3 
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students who got the score 94 (8.6%), 1 student who got the score 95 
(2.9%), 1 student who got the score 96 (2.9%), 2 students who got the 
score 98 (5.7%) and 2 students who got the score 101 (5.7%). 
The frequency of students’ learner autonomy can also be seen in 
the Figure 4.2 below: 
 
 
Figure 4.2 The histogram of students’ learner autonomy 
 
c. Speaking Skill 
 
The data of students’ speaking skill was collected by using test 
and computed by using SPSS 24 program for Windows. The data of 
speaking skill can be seen in Table 4.5 below: 
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Table 4.5 The statistic data of speaking skill 
Statistics 
Speaking Skill   
N Valid 35 
Missing 0 
Mean 82.57 
Std. Error of Mean .784 
Median 82.00 
Mode 80 
Std. Deviation 4.635 
Variance 21.487 
Range 18 
Minimum 71 
Maximum 89 
Sum 2890 
 
From the data in Table 4.5 above, it is known that the maximum 
score of speaking skill is 89 and the minimum score is 71. The range 
of speaking skill is 18. The mean is 82.57. It is calculated by summing 
all scores the dividing the sum by number of score. The standard error 
of mean is 0.784. The median is 82.00 then the mode is 80. The 
standard deviation is 4.635. The variance is 21.487 and the sum of the 
data is 2890. 
The frequency of speaking skill score is presented in Table 4.6 
below: 
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Table 4.6 The frequency of speaking skill 
Speaking Skill 
Score Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 
Percent 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Valid 
71 1 2.9 2.9 2.9 
73 1 2.9 2.9 5.7 
76 1 2.9 2.9 8.6 
78 2 5.7 5.7 14.3 
79 1 2.9 2.9 17.1 
80 6 17.1 17.1 34.3 
81 5 14.3 14.3 48.6 
82 3 8.6 8.6 57.1 
83 2 5.7 5.7 62.9 
84 1 2.9 2.9 65.7 
85 1 2.9 2.9 68.6 
86 1 2.9 2.9 71.4 
87 2 5.7 5.7 77.1 
88 3 8.6 8.6 85.7 
89 5 14.3 14.3 100.0 
Total 35 100.0 100.0  
 
From the Table 4.6 above, there is 1 student who got the score 
71 (2.9%), 1 student who got the score 73 (2.9%), 1 student who got 
the score 76 (2.9%), 2 students who got the score 78 (5.7%), 1 student 
who got the score 79 (2.9%), 6 students who got the score 80 (17.1%), 
5 students who got the score 81 (14.3%), 3 students who got the score 
82 (8.6%), 2 students who got the score 83 (5.7%), 1 student who got 
the score 84 (2.9%), 1 student who got the score 85 (2.9%), 1 student 
who got the score 86 (2.9%), 2 students who got the score 87 (5.7%), 
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3 students who got the score 88 (8.6%), and 5 students who got the 
score 89 (14.3%). 
The frequency of speaking skill can also be seen in the Figure 
4.3 below: 
 
 
Figure 4.3 The histogram of speaking skill 
 
2. Data Analysis 
a. Normality Testing 
 
Normality testing distribution is aimed to know whether the 
distribution of variable data research is normal or not. In this research 
has three variables of normality testing, there are normality of 
creativity, normality of learner autonomy and normality of speaking 
skill. 
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In testing the normality distribution of the data, the researcher 
used Kolmogorov-smirnov by using SPSS 24 program for windows. 
The result can be seen in the table below: 
Table 4.7 The normality testing 
Tests of Normality 
 
Kolmogorov-Smirnova Shapiro-Wilk 
Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig. 
Creativity .140 35 .081 .942 35 .064 
Learner Autonomy .133 35 .125 .945 35 .079 
Speaking Skill .120 35 .200* .931 35 .031 
*. This is a lower bound of the true significance. 
a. Lilliefors Significance Correction 
 
From the Table 4.7 above, it can be interpreted as follows: 
1) Normality testing of creativity (X1) 
After being computed, the value for N= 35 at the level of 
significant α = 0.05 is 0.081. It shows that the value is higher than 
0.05 or Pvalue 0.081>0.05. It means that the data distribution of 
creativity is normal. 
2) Normality testing of learner autonomy (X2) 
After being computed, the value for N= 35 at the level of 
significant α = 0.05 is 0.125. It shows that the value is higher than 
0.05 or Pvalue 0.125>0.05. It means that the data distribution of 
learner autonomy is normal. 
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3) Normality testing of speaking skill (Y) 
After being computed, the value for N= 35 at the level of 
significant α = 0.05 is 0.200. It shows that the value is higher than 
0.05 or Pvalue 0.200>0.05. It means that the data distribution of 
speaking skill is normal. 
b. Linearity Testing 
Linearity is used to know whether the independent variables and 
dependent variable have linier relationship or not. It can be calculated 
by using F-Test. The descriptions of linearity testing are below: 
1) Linearity testing of creativity (X1) and speaking skill(Y) 
Table 4.8 The linearity testing of creativity (X1) and speaking 
skill (Y) 
ANOVA Table 
 
Sum of 
Squares df 
Mean 
Square F Sig. 
Speaking Skill * 
Creativity 
Between 
Groups 
(Combined) 471.038 14 33.646 2.593 .025 
Linearity 163.998 1 163.998 12.638 .002 
Deviation from 
Linearity 
307.040 13 23.618 1.820 .111 
Within Groups 259.533 20 12.977   
Total 730.571 34    
 
From the Table 4.8 above, the linearity testing of creativity 
(X1) and speaking skill (Y) for N= 35 at the level of significant α 
= 0.05 is 0.111. The result of the table shows that 0.111>0.05. It 
means that the data of creativity and speaking skill is linier. 
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2) Linearity testing of learner autonomy (X2) and speaking skill (Y) 
Table 4.9 The linearity testing of learner autonomy (X2) and 
speaking skill (Y) 
ANOVA Table 
 
Sum of 
Squares df 
Mean 
Square F Sig. 
Speaking Skill * 
Learner Autonomy 
Between 
Groups 
(Combined) 523.071 17 30.769 2.521 .032 
Linearity 362.023 1 362.023 29.660 .000 
Deviation from 
Linearity 
161.048 16 10.066 .825 .648 
Within Groups 207.500 17 12.206   
Total 730.571 34    
 
From the Table 4.9 above, the linearity testing of learner 
autonomy (X2) and speaking skill (Y) for N= 35 at the level of 
significant α = 0.05 is 0.648. The result of the table shows that 
0.648>0.05. It means that the data of learner autonomy and 
speaking skill is linier. 
 
c. Linearity of Regression 
1) The regression of creativity and speaking skill 
The researcher used equation of simple linier regression 
through SPSS 24 program for windows to predict how far the 
creativity influences the speaking skill. The result of the equation 
is below: 
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Table 4.10 the regression of creativity (X1) and speaking skill (Y) 
Coefficientsa 
Model 
Unstandardized 
Coefficients 
Standardized 
Coefficients 
t Sig. 
95.0% Confidence 
Interval for B 
B Std. Error Beta 
Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
1 (Constant) 49.076 10.860  4.519 .000 26.981 71.172 
Creativity .420 .136 .474 3.091 .004 .143 .696 
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
 
From the equation Y = 49.076 + 0.420X1 can be analyzed that: 
a) If the score of creativity (X1) = 0, it can be predicted that the 
score of speaking skill is 49.076. If the score creativity is 80, 
it can be predicted the score of speaking is 49.076 + 0.420 
(80) = 82.676. 
b) The coefficient regression b = 49.076 indicates that the 
addition value of speaking score for every addition of 
creativity score. It also indicates that the correlation between 
creativity and speaking skill is positive because the 
coefficient is positive. 
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2) The regression of learner autonomy and speaking skill 
Table 4.11 The regression of learner autonomy (X2) and speaking 
skill (Y) 
Coefficientsa 
Model 
Unstandardized 
Coefficients 
Standardized 
Coefficients 
t Sig. 
95.0% Confidence 
Interval for B 
B Std. Error Beta 
Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
1 (Constant) 42.322 7.092  5.968 .000 27.893 56.750 
Learner 
Autonomy 
.462 .081 .704 5.693 .000 .297 .627 
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
 
From the equation Y = 42.322 + 0.462X can be analyzed that: 
a) If the score of the learner autonomy (X2) = 0, it can be 
predicted that the score of speaking skill is 42.322. If the 
score of learner autonomy is 100, it can be predicted the 
score of speaking is 42.322 + 0.462 (100) = 88.522. 
b) The coefficient regression b = 42.322 indicates that the 
addition value of speaking score for every addition of learner 
autonomy score. It also indicates that the correlation between 
learner autonomy and speaking skill is positive because the 
coefficient is positive. 
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3) The regression of creativity, learner autonomy and speaking skill  
The researcher used equation of multiple linier regression to 
predict how far creativity and learner autonomy influence the 
speaking skill. The result of equation is below: 
Table 4.12 The regression of creativity (X1), learner 
autonomy (X2), and speaking skill. 
Coefficientsa 
Model 
Unstandardized Coefficients Standardized Coefficients 
t Sig. B Std. Error Beta 
1 (Constant) 36.735 9.228  3.981 .000 
Creativity .123 .130 .139 .948 .350 
Learner Autonomy .414 .096 .630 4.310 .000 
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
 
From the equation Y = 36.735 + 0.123X1 + 0.414X2 can be 
analyzed that: 
a) If the score of the creativity (X1) = 0 and learner autonomy 
(X2) = 0 it can be predicted that the score of speaking skill is 
36.735. If the score of creativity  is  85  and  the  score  of 
learner autonomy  is  103,  it  can  be  predicted  that the 
score of speaking skill is 36.735 + 0.123 (85) + 0.436 (103) = 
94.879. 
b) The coefficient regression b = 36.735 indicates that the 
addition value of speaking score for every addition of 
creativity and learner autonomy score. It also indicates that 
the correlation between creativity, learner autonomy and 
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speaking skill is positive because the coefficient is positive. 
d. Significant of Regression 
1) The significant of regression of creativity (X1) and speaking skill 
Table 4.13 the significant of regression of creativity (X1) and 
speaking skill (Y) 
ANOVAa 
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 
1 Regression 163.998 1 163.998 9.552 .004b 
Residual 566.574 33 17.169   
Total 730.571 34    
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
b. Predictors: (Constant), Creativity 
 
The result of significant of creativity (X1) and speaking skill 
(Y) for N=35 is 9.522. The value of Ftable for df 1 and 33 is 4.14. 
Because Fobtained is higher than Ftable (9.552 > 4.14) and the level of 
significant= 0.05 is 0.004 it means that the regression is 
significant. 
2) The significant of regression of learner autonomy (X2) and 
speaking skill (Y) 
Table 4.14 The significant of regression of learner autonomy (X2) 
and speaking skill 
 
ANOVAa 
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 
1 Regression 362.023 1 362.023 32.416 .000b 
Residual 368.548 33 11.168   
Total 730.571 34    
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
b. Predictors: (Constant), Learner Autonomy 
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The result of significant of learner autonomy (X2) and 
speaking skill (Y) for N=35 is 32.416. The value of Ftable for df 1 
and 33 is 4.14. Because Fobtained is higher than Ftable (32.416 > 
4.14) and the level of significant = 0.05 is 0.000 it means that the 
regression is significant. 
3)  The significant of regression of creativity (X1), learner autonomy 
(X2) and speaking skill (Y) 
Table 4.15 The significant of regression of creativity (X1), learner 
autonomy (X2) and speaking skill (Y) 
ANOVAa 
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 
1 Regression 372.097 2 186.048 16.608 .000b 
Residual 358.475 32 11.202   
Total 730.571 34    
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
b. Predictors: (Constant), Learner Autonomy, Creativity 
 
The result of significant of creativity (X1), learner autonomy 
(X2) and speaking skill (Y) for N= 35 is 16.608. The value of  
Ftable  for  df  2 and 32  is  3.29. Because Fobtained  is  higher  than  
Ftable (16.608 > 3.29)  and  the level of significant = 0.05 is 0.000 
it means that the regression is significant. 
e. Hypothesis Testing 
1) First hypothesis 
The first hypothesis of this research says that there is positive     
and significant correlation between creativity (X1) and speaking 
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skill (Y) at the eighth grade of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta.  To test 
the hypothesis, the researcher used SPSS 24 program for windows. 
The researcher follows some assumptions as follow: 
a) If the result of calculation robtained is higher than rtable (robtained> 
rtable), the null hypothesis (Ho) is rejected and the alternative 
hypothesis (Ha) is accepted. 
b) If the result of calculation robtained is lower than rtable  (robtained< 
rtable), the null hypothesis (Ho) is accepted and the alternative 
hypothesis (Ha) is rejected. 
The result of statistical hypothesis of first hypothesis can be 
seen in Table 4.16 below: 
Table 4.16 Model summary of creativity (X1) and 
speaking skill (Y) 
Model Summary 
Model R R Square 
Adjusted R 
Square 
Std. Error of the 
Estimate 
1 .474a .224 .201 4.144 
a. Predictors: (Constant), Creativity 
 
Based on Table 4.16 above, it is found that the coefficient of 
correlation between creativity (X1) and speaking skill (Y) (rxy) is 
0.474. The coefficient of correlation table (rtable) for N=35 at the 
level significant α = 0.05 is 0.334. 
It shows that robtained (rxy) is higher than rtable (0.474 > 0.334). 
It means that the coefficient of correlation between creativity and 
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speaking skill is significant, then the null hypothesis (Ho) is 
rejected and the alternative hypothesis (Ha) is accepted. So, it can 
be said that there is a positive and significant correlation      
between creativity and speaking skill. It means that the increase of 
creativity (X1) will be followed by the increase of students’ 
speaking skill (Y). 
The coefficient determination that is shown between 
creativity and speaking skill is 0.224. It means that 22.4% 
variation of speaking skill is influenced by creativity and the other 
77.6% is influenced by others factors. 
2) Second hypothesis 
The second hypothesis of this research says that there is 
positive and significant correlation between learner autonomy 
(X2) and speaking skill (Y) at the eighth grade of SMP Al-Islam 1 
Surakarta. To test the hypothesis, the researcher used SPSS 24 
program for windows. The researcher follows some assumptions 
as follow: 
a) If the result of calculation robtained is higher than rtable (robtained> 
rtable), the null hypothesis (Ho) is rejected and the alternative 
hypothesis (Ha) is accepted. 
b) If the result of calculation robtained is lower than rtable (robtained< 
rtable), the null hypothesis (Ho) is accepted and the alternative 
hypothesis (Ha) is rejected. 
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The result of statistical hypothesis of second hypothesis can 
be seen in Table 4.17 below: 
Table 4.17 Model summary of learner autonomy (X2) and 
speaking skill (Y) 
Model Summary 
Model R R Square 
Adjusted R 
Square 
Std. Error of the 
Estimate 
1 .704a .496 .480 3.342 
a. Predictors: (Constant), Learner Autonomy 
 
Based on the table above, it is found that the coefficient of 
correlation between learner autonomy (X2) and speaking skill (Y) 
(rxy) is 0.704. The coefficient of correlation table (rtable) for N=35 
at the level significant α = 0.05 is 0.334. 
It shows that robtained (rxy) is higher than rtable (0.704 > 0.334). 
It means that the coefficient of correlation between learner 
autonomy and speaking skillis significant, then the null hypothesis 
(Ho) is rejected and the alternative hypothesis (Ha) is accepted. 
So, it can be said that there is a positive and significant correlation 
between learner autonomy and speaking skill. It means that the 
increase of learner autonomy (X2) will be followed by the increase 
of students’ speaking skill (Y). 
The coefficient determination that is shown between learner 
autonomy and speaking skill is 0.423. It means that 42.3% 
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variation of speaking skill is influenced by learner autonomy and 
the other 57.7% is influenced by others factors. 
3) Third hypothesis 
The third hypothesis of this research says that there is 
positive and significant correlation between creativity (X1), 
learner autonomy (X2) and speaking skill (Y) at  the  eighth  grade  
students  of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta. To test the hypothesis, the 
researcher used SPSS 24 program for windows. The researcher 
follows some assumptions as follow: 
a) If the result of calculation robtained is higher than rtable (robtained> 
rtable), the null hypothesis (Ho) is rejected and the alternative 
hypothesis (Ha) is accepted. 
b) If the result of calculation robtained is lower than rtable (robtained< 
rtable), the null hypothesis (Ho) is accepted and the alternative 
hypothesis (Ha) is rejected. 
The result of statistical hypothesis of third hypothesis can be 
seen in Table 4.18 below: 
Table 4.18 Multiple correlation between creativity (X1), learner 
autonomy (X2) and speaking skill (Y) 
Model Summary 
Model R R Square 
Adjusted R 
Square 
Std. Error of the 
Estimate 
1 .714a .509 .479 3.347 
a. Predictors: (Constant), Learner Autonomy, Creativity 
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ANOVAa 
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 
1 Regression 372.097 2 186.048 16.608 .000b 
Residual 358.475 32 11.202   
Total 730.571 34    
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
b. Predictors: (Constant), Learner Autonomy, Creativity 
 
The result of the computation shows that the correlation 
coefficient (R) between creativity (X1), learner autonomy (X2) and 
speaking skill (Y) is 0.714. The coefficient of correlation table 
(rtable) for N=35 at the level significant α = 0.05 is 0.334. It shows 
that robtained (rxy) is higher than rtable (0.714 > 0.334). 
To test the significant of the R the reseracher uses Ftest. From 
the computation, it can be seen that Fobtained is 16.608. The value is 
then compared to Ftable for df 2:32 at the level significat of α = 
0.05 is 3.29. 
It shows that Fobtained is higher than Ftable (16.608 > 3.29), so 
the R is significant then the null hypothesis (Ho) is rejected and 
the alternative hypothesis (Ha) is accepted. So, it can be said that 
there is a positive and significant correlation between creativity, 
learner autonomy and speaking skill.  It means that the increase   
of creativity (X1) and learner autonomy (X2) will be followed by 
the increase of students’ speaking skill (Y). 
The computation also shows the coefficient determination 
between creativity, learner autonomy and speaking skill is 0.509. 
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It means that 50.9% variation of speaking skill is influenced by 
creativity and  learner autonomy,  and  the  other 49.1%  is 
influenced by others factors. 
 
B. Discussion 
In the previous sub-chapter, the researcher has analyzed the data from the 
questionnaires of creativity and learner autonomy and the test of speaking skill 
at eighth grade of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta. The analysis is to know the 
objective of the study and the result of the problem statement in previous 
chapter that entitled a study on the correlation between creativity and learner 
autonomy toward speaking skill at the eighth grade of SMP Al-Islam 1 
Surakarta  in academic year of 2019/2020. 
The discussion of this research focuses on two categories. First, the 
descriptive analysis of each variable. Second, the inferential data of each 
variable. There are three variables in this research; creativity, learner 
autonomy and speaking skill. The independent variables are creativity and 
learner autonomy. Meanwhile, the dependent variable is speaking skill. 
For the data of creativity, the highest score of questionnaire that consist 
of 18 valid items which given to 35 respondents at the eighth grade of SMP 
Al-Islam 1 Surakarta is 89, the lowest score is 71, and the median is 79.00 for 
the data of learner autonomy that also collected from questionnaire which 
consist of 21 valid items. The result shows that the highest score of learner 
autonomy questionnaire is 101, the lowest is 76, and the median is 85.00 for 
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the data of speaking skill the researcher got score from test. The result shows 
that the highest score of speaking skill is 89, the lowest is 71, and the median 
is 82.00. 
Furthermore, since the computation of normality, linearity, and 
significant testing show that the data are in normal distribution and the 
regression is linier and significant, so the researcher continues to the 
hypothesis. 
From the testing of first hypothesis, it is known that there is positive and 
significant correlation between creativity and speaking skill. The computation 
shows that robtained is higher than rtable (0.474 > 0.334). Besides that, Fobtained is 
also higher than Ftable (9.552 > 4.14). It means that there is positive and 
significant correlation between creativity and speaking skill at the eighth grade 
of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in academic year 2019/2020. 
The coefficient determination between creativity and speaking skill is 
0.224 it means that creativity has contribution to speaking skill as much as 
26.4%. It also means that to increase creativity will be followed by increase of 
speaking skill. The higher creativity, the higher speaking skill will be. 
In this research, the correlation between creativity and speaking skill is 
still a new study or development from the previous study that investigated 
learner autonomy and also speaking skill. The researcher assumes that if the 
children have good creativity will give positive effect on their skills because 
their curiosity so that they can increase their speaking skill. 
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In addition, from the testing of second hypothesis, it is known that there 
is positive and significant correlation between learner autonomy and speaking 
skill. The computation shows that robtained is higher than rtable (0.474 > 0.334). 
Beside that, Fobtained is also higher than Ftable (32.416 > 4.14). It means that 
there is positive and significant correlation between learner autonomy and 
speaking skill among the eighth grade of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in 
academic year 2019/2020. 
The coefficient determination between learner autonomy and speaking 
skill is 0.423. It means that learner autonomy has contribution to speaking 
skill as much as 42.3%. It also means that to increase of learner autonomy will 
be followed by increase of speaking skill. The higher learner autonomy, the 
higher students’ speaking skill will be. 
The learner autonomy has correlation with speaking skill. It is supported 
by theory from Najme Bagheri that English learners, who were recognized as 
autonomous, performed better in their speaking skill. That theory also has 
similarity with the result of the second hypothesis in this research. The 
similarity is the students who had high learner autonomy will be also getting 
high score in speaking because they can speak fluently and vice versa.  
From the testing of third hypothesis, it is known that there is positive and 
significant correlation between creativity, learner autonomy and speaking 
skill. The computation shows that robtained is higher than rtable (0.714 > 0.334). 
Beside that, Fobtained is also higher than Ftable (16.608 > 3.29). It means that 
there is positive and significant correlation between students’ creativity, 
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learner autonomy and speaking skill of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in academic 
year 2019/2020. 
The coefficient determination between creativity, learner autonomy and 
speaking skill (R2) is 0.509. It means that 50.9% variation of speaking skill is 
influenced by creativity and learner autonomy, while the other 49.1% is 
influenced by others factors. The result of computation also means that the 
increase of creativity and learner autonomy will be followed by increase of 
speaking skill. It can be assumed that speaking skill is supported by two 
factors, namely creativity and learner autonomy. 
Based on the explanation above, the researcher assumes that creativity 
and learner autonomy need to be improve thus that they give much benefits to 
the students’ speaking skill. It helps language learners to come out from the 
shyness, anxiety and fear of a new language as here they are in charge of their 
own learning. From all hypotheses, it can be summarized that there is positive 
and significant correlation between creativity (X1) and learner autonomy (X2) 
toward speaking skill (Y) at the eighth grade of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in 
academic year 2019/2020. 
 
  
 101 
 
CHAPTER V 
CONCLUSION, IMPLICATION AND SUGGESTION 
 
A. Conclusion  
From the hypothesis testing results in Chapter IV, the researcher 
describes the conclusion in brief as follows: 
First, there is positive and significant correlation between creativity and 
speaking skill at the eighth grade of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in academic 
year 2019/2020. It shows that robtained (rxy) is higher than rtable (0.474 > 0.334). 
It indicated that the increase of creativity will be followed by the increase of 
students’ speaking skill. The coefficient determination (R2) is 0.224. It means 
that 22.4% variation of speaking skill (Y) is influenced by creativity (X1) and 
the other 77.6% is influenced by others factors. 
Second, there is positive and significant correlation between learner 
autonomy and speaking skill at the eighth grade of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta 
in academic year 2019/2020. It shows that robtained (rxy) is higher than rtable 
(0.704 > 0.334). It indicated that the increase of learner autonomy will be 
followed by the increase of students’ speaking skill. The coefficient 
determination (R2) is 0.423. It means that 42.3% variation of speaking skill 
(Y) is influenced by learner autonomy (X2) and the other 57.7% is influenced 
by others factors. 
Third, there is positive and significant correlation between creativity and 
learner autonomy toward speaking skill at the eighth grade of SMP Al-Islam 1 
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Surakarta in academic year 2019/2020. It shows that robtained is higher than rtable 
(0.714 > 0.334). It indicated that the increase  of  creativity and learner 
autonomy  will  be  followed  by  the increase  of  students’ speaking skill. 
The coefficient determination (R2) is 0.509. It means that 50.9%   variation   
of   speaking   skill   (Y) is influenced by creativity (X1) and learner autonomy 
(X2), and the other 49.1% is influenced by others factors. 
B. Implication 
Based on the research finding, it can be concluded that there is 
positive and significant correlation between creativity and learner autonomy 
toward speaking skill at the eighth grade of SMP Al-Islam 1 Surakarta in 
academic year 2019/2020. It implied that creativity and learner autonomy had 
contribution in the result of students’ speaking skill. 
For effective communication, students need to improve their speaking 
skill. Taking a student centered approach the teacher makes the student share 
responsibility for their learning and let the students set task for their learning 
goals. In order to get a good result in speaking skill, students should develop 
their own learning paths and evaluate their own progress. Students can 
creatively create their own notes and can practice with their own ways. The 
combination between creativity and learner autonomy will make good results 
in speaking skill. 
After knowing the result of the study that had been explained before, 
there were some points that must be attention. First, about the way in 
teaching, although the teaching method was good enough, the teacher must 
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pay attention to their  autonomous to support their creativity in speaking 
skill. 
C. Suggestion  
Based on the conclusion and implication, the researcher would like to suggests 
as follows: 
1. For the teacher 
a. The teacher should be aware that there are many factors influencing 
students’ speaking skill such as; creativity and learner autonomy; 
b. The teacher should attain feedback from the whole class or groups 
individually and evaluate performance; 
2. For the students 
a. The students should increase their learner autonomy since it will be 
important for them in learning English especially in oral 
communication tasks; 
b. The students should attempt to train their creative thinking in order 
that they may have any attainment not only academically in speaking 
but also in other aspects of life. 
3. For the other researchers 
The researcher realizes that the result of this research is still far from 
being perfect. There are still many aspects that can influence students’ 
speaking skill. The researcher hopes that there will be other researchers 
who investigate other aspects related to speaking skill. Hopefully this 
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research will be useful as a reference to their research. Furthermore, this 
research can be also used as references to develop similar study. 
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Appendix 1 
 
The list of students joining the try out 
No. Nama 
1.  Ahmad Fatih Alfarisi Ariyono 
2.  Alif Farrel Raditya 
3.  Alya Nabila Tamam 
4.  Angellina Syawal Izzati 
5.  Arifany Hakim 
6.  Azizzah Nuur Hernafisya Dewi 
7.  Fahriza Farah Nyra 
8.  Faidha Rahmani Budiarta 
9.  Fatchurahman Zaky Arofah 
10.  Indah Izzati 
11.  Khalila Naya Rheana Dewi 
12.  Khusnul Amaliah 
13.  Kurnia Rachmad Saputra 
14.  Maurice Belichia Darrel Puspita 
15.  Muhammad Bernino 
16.  Muhammad Rafel Firnandito 
17.  Nabila Kandung Ramadhani 
18.  Nafi Wana Fitri 
19.  Naila Husna Ramadhani 
20.  Nayyara Maisa Farani 
21.  Nurul Azizah Khoirun Nisa’ 
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Appendix 2 
 
The List of Students Joining the Test 
No. Nama 
1.  Riham Atha Azzamy Syauqi 
2.  Zahra Zakiyyah Zamaniy 
3.  Ahmad Haidar Assyafiq 
4.  Aprilia Ananda Putri 
5.  Muhammad Djibriel Abdullah Annawasi 
6.  Farida Nur Aini 
7.  Nabila Siti Ngaisyah 
8.  Octavia Eka Rahmadani 
9.  Tiara Kumala Proborini 
10.  Aliffa Nastha Bariza 
11.  Chania 
12.  Laila Nur Azizah 
13.  Muhammad Eqy Nur Fachry 
14.  Nabilah Solaiman 
15.  Risky Wulan Safitri 
16.  Abdullah Azam 
17.  Dania Revalina Putri 
18.  Fathoni Indra Fakhurozi 
19.  Irfan Maulana Santosa Putra 
20.  Nabiilah Aulia Hasnaa 
21.  Risky Arifin Firdaus 
22.  Uno Luna Indira Tsaqif 
23.  Anisah Nurul ‘Aini 
24.  Azmi Fauziyah 
25.  Furqon Abdul Hakim 
26.  Ikhsan Fathoni Al Farisi 
27.  Muhammad Rifa’i 
28.  Renata Marwatus Safa 
29.  Yusuf Faiz Faizal 
30.  Affandi Abyanatha  
31.  Aristiya Makrifah 
32.  Hellen Azzahra Kautsarani 
33.  Muhammad Rayhan Syahandra 
34.  Rais Kamaluddin Irfan 
35.  Ummu Sabilla Meilana 
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Appendix 3 
 
The blue print of Creativity Questionnaire 
 
The Concept The Indicator The Item Number Total 
Creativity is capacity to 
develop novel and useful 
ideas, behaviors, or 
products, and tends to be 
seen as a complex 
capacity bearing on a 
mix of individual, 
situational, and cultural 
variables. 
Fluency  11, 17, 18 3 
Flexibility 2, 5, 8, 3, 6, 9 6 
Originality 12, 15, 10 3 
Elaboration 1, 4, 7, 13, 16, 14 6 
TOTAL 18 
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Appendix 4 
 
The Questionnaire for Creativity 
 
Nama  : 
No  : 
Kelas  :  
 
Petunjuk Pengisian 
1. Tulislah identitas terlebih dahulu 
2. Perhatikan dengan seksama pernyataan yang ada 
3. Jawablah sesuai dengan keadaan diri anda 
4. Pilihlah kolom jawaban sesuai dengan keadaan diri anda dengan tanda (√) 
Keterangan 
SS = Sangat Sesuai  
S = Sesuai 
KS = Kurang Sesuai  
TS = Tidak Sesuai 
STS = Sangat Tidak Sesuai 
 
No Pernyataan SS S KS TS STS 
1.  Saya sering mencari informasi tentang 
sesuatu yang menarik minat saya. 
    
2.  Saya dapat dengan mudah mengubah 
rencana, walaupun saya sudah memiliki 
rencana yang matang sebelumnya. 
    
3.  Memanfaatkan apa yang ada termasuk 
penting bagi saya daripada harus membeli. 
    
4.  Saya mengajukan banyak pertanyaan tentang 
sesuatu yang belum saya ketahui. 
    
5.  Saya punya kebiasaan menggunakan barang 
untuk fungsi yang berbeda dengan yang 
sebenarnya.  
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6.  Sesuatu yang saya anggap berharga dapat 
saya ubah menjadi lebih bernilai dengan cara 
yang sederhana. 
    
7.  Ada keinginan kuat untuk tahu lebih banyak
ketika saya menemukan hal-hal baru. 
     
8.  Ketika orang lain memikirkan satu hal, saya 
selalu memikirkan beberapa hal yang 
berbeda. 
    
9.  Saya lebih suka membuat sesuatu yang lebih 
bermanfaat. 
    
10.  Menemukan cara-cara baru untuk 
memecahkan masalah itu mudah bagi saya 
    
11.  Saya dapat dengan mudah menghadapi 
situasi yang sulit dalam persahabatan. 
    
12.  Saya suka menggabungkan sesuatu agar 
menjadi lebih menarik. 
    
13.  Guru dan teman-teman mengakui bahwa 
saya memiliki kebiasaan unik yang patut 
dicontoh. 
    
14.  Saya memiliki cara yang berbeda dalam 
memecahkan masalah. 
    
15.  Saya diakui memiliki keterampilan untuk 
membuat sesuatu yang baru. 
    
16.  Teman-teman mengakui bahwa saya adalah 
orang yang kreatif. 
    
17.  Saya percaya apa yang terjadi dalam hidup 
saya dimulai dari mimpi. 
    
18.  Saya percaya  bahwa sesuatu yang belum 
tercapai dapat dibayangkan dengan cara yang 
lebih mudah untuk dicapai. 
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Appendix 5 
The blue print of Learner Autonomy Questionnaire 
 
The concept The indicator The item 
number 
Total  
Learner autonomy is the 
ability to take charge of 
one’s own learning 
which covers decisions 
concerning all aspects 
of learning. 
Highly motivated  1, 7, 12 3 
Goals oriented  4, 14 2 
Well organized 2, 10, 15 3 
Hard working  6, 8 2 
Initiative  5, 20, 21, 18 4 
Enthusiastic about learning  3, 11, 13 3 
Willing to ask question  17 1 
Making use of every opportunities  9, 16, 19 3 
TOTAL 21 
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Appendix 6 
 
The Questionnaire for Learner Autonomy 
 
 
Nama  : ………………………. 
No  : ………………………. 
Kelas  : ………………………. 
 
Petunjuk Pengisian 
1. Tulislah identitas terlebih dahulu 
2. Perhatikan dengan seksama pernyataan yang ada 
3. Jawablah sesuai dengan keadaan diri anda 
4. Pilihlah kolom jawaban sesuai dengan keadaan diri anda dengan tanda (√) 
Part I. Autonomous Learning Activity Scale 
Keterangan 
SL = Selalu 
SR = Sering 
KD = Kadang-kadang 
P = Pernah 
TP = Tidak Pernah 
 
No Pernyataan SL SR KD P TP 
1.  Saya pikir saya mampu belajar bahasa 
Inggris dengan baik. 
    
2.  Saya memanfaatkan waktu luang saya untuk 
belajar bahasa Inggris. 
    
3.  Sebelum pelajaran dimulai, saya mempelajari 
kembali materi yang sudah diajarkan 
sebelumnya. 
    
4.  Saya dapat menyelesaikan tugas tepat waktu.      
5.  Saya membuat catatan/rangkuman dari 
materi yang diberikan guru saat pelajaran. 
    
6.  Saya melatih untuk mengerjakan ujian 
dengan mengambil soal yang saya cari 
sendiri. 
    
7.  Saya menghargai diri sendiri seperti pergi 
berbelanja, bermain dll ketika saya 
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mendapatkan kemajuan. 
8.  Saya menghadiri kegiatan di luar kelas untuk 
berlatih dan belajar bahasa Inggris. 
    
9.  Selama di kelas saya mencoba untuk selalu 
mengambil bagian dalam kegiatan seperti 
diskusi berpasangan/kelompok, permainan 
peran, dll. 
    
10.  Saya mengetahui kelebihan dan kekurangan 
saya dalam belajar bahasa Inggris. 
    
11.  Saya memilih buku materi, latihan  soal yang 
sesuai dengan saya, yang tidak terlalu sulit 
ataupun terlalu mudah. 
    
 
Part II. Evaluation-Sheet for Perception of the Roles 
Petunjuk Pengisian: 
1. Jawablah sesuai dengan keadaan diri anda 
2. Pilihlah jawaban sesuai dengan keadaan diri anda dengan tanda (X) 
 
12. Saya belajar bahasa Inggris di sini karena 
A. B&C 
B. Rasa ingin tahu  
C. Mendapat nilai  yang baik 
D. Minat budaya Inggris, seperti film, olahraga, musik, dll 
E. Permintaan orang tua saya  
13. Saya pikir hubungan antara siwa-guru adalah hubungan seperti: 
A. Anak dan orang tua  
B. Penerima dan pemberi  
C. Pelanggan dan penjaga toko 
D. Bahan baku dan pembuat 
E. Penjelajah dan pengarah 
14. Saya pikir, kesuksesan ataupun kegagalan saya di dalam bahasa Inggris 
karena:  
A. Diri saya sendiri  
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B. Lingkungan belajar bahasa Inggris  
C. Fasilitas belajar  
D. Guru  
E. Keberuntungan atau Nasib 
15. Siswa harus merancang rencana pengajaran bersama dengan guru, menurut 
saya: 
A. Sangat setuju  
B. Setuju  
C. Netral  
D. Tidak setuju  
E. Sangat tidak setuju 
16. Ketika guru memberi kami pertanyaan, saya akan 
A. Berpikir dan siap menjawab  
B. Mencari buku dan kamus  
C. Tunggu jawaban orang lain 
D. Mengklarifikasi pertanyaan dengan guru  
E. Bergabung dengan diskusi pasangan / kelompok 
17. Ketika saya menemukan kata yang saya tidak tahu, saya akan 
A. B&E  
B. Bertanya pada yang lain  
C. Mengira-ngira artinya  
D. Membiarkannya 
E. Mencari di kamus 
18. Ketika saya membuat kesalahan saat belajar, saya biasanya akan meminta 
untuk dibenarkan oleh  
A. Guru  
B. Buku atau kamus  
C. Teman kelas  
D. Yang lain  
E. Membiarkan saja 
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19. Ketika saya diminta untuk menggunakan teknologi yang belum pernah saya 
gunakan sebelumnya (mis. Diskusi melalui internet)  
A. Saya biasanya mencoba untuk mempelajari pengetahuan baru  
B. Saya belajar dari mengikuti orang lain  
C. Saya merasa khawatir, tapi saya tidak peduli  
D. Saya menundanya atau mencoba menghindarinya  
E. Saya menolak menggunakannya 
20. Saya pikir cara-cara berikut ini sangat berguna untuk belajar bahasa Inggris 
saya  
A. Membuat catatan  
B. Mengingat-ingat  
C. Melakukan latihan soal  
D. Mengelompokkan atau membandingkan  
E. Diskusi kelompok 
21. Saya biasanya menggunakan materi yang dipilih  
A. Dari guru dan saya sendiri  
B. Kebanyakan dari saya sendiri  
C. Hanya saya sendiri   
D. Kebanyakan dari guru 
E. Hanya oleh guru 
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Appendix 7 
The Scoring Rubric of Speaking Skill Test 
 
Aspect Competency Score/Level 
Pronunciation Have few traces of foreign accent. 5 (17 - 20) 
Always intelligible, though one in 
conscious of a definite scent. 
4 
(13 - 16) 
Pronunciation problems 
necessitate concentrated listening 
and occasionally lead to 
misunderstanding. 
 
3 
(9 – 12) 
Very hard to understand because 
of pronunciation problems, must 
frequently be asked to repeat. 
2 
(5 – 8) 
Pronunciation problems so serve 
as to make speech virtually 
unintelligible. 
1 
(0 – 4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Grammar 
Makes few noticeable errors of 
grammar word-order. 
5 
(17 - 20) 
Occasionally make grammatical 
and or word-order errors which 
do not, however obscure 
meaning. 
4 
(13 - 16) 
Makes frequent errors of 
grammar and word-order which 
occasionally obscure meaning. 
3 
(9 – 12) 
Grammar and word-order errors 
make comprehension difficult. 
Must often rephrase sentence and/ 
or restrict him to basic patterns. 
 
2 
(5 – 8) 
Errors in grammar and word- order 
so several as to make speech 
virtually unintelligible. 
1 
(0 – 4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Vocabulary 
Use   vocabularies and   idioms is 
virtually that as a native speaker. 
5 
(17 - 20) 
Sometimes uses in appropriate 
terms and/ or must rephrase ideas 
because of lexical inadequacies. 
4 
(13 - 16) 
Frequently uses the wrong words; 
conversation somewhat limited 
because of adequate vocabulary. 
 
3 
(9 – 12) 
Misuse of words and very 
limited vocabulary make 
comprehension quite difficult. 
2 
(5 – 8) 
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Vocabulary limitations so 
extreme as to make conversation 
virtually impossible. 
1 
(0 – 4) 
 
 
 
 
Fluency 
Speech as fluent and effortless as 
that of a native speaker. 
5 
(17 - 20) 
Speed of speech seems to be 
slightly affected by language 
problems. 
4 
(13 - 16) 
Speeds are rather strongly affected 
by language problems. 
3 
(9 – 12) 
Usually hesitant, often forced into 
silence by language limitations. 2 (5 – 8) 
Speech is a halting fragmentary as 
to make conversation virtually 
impossible. 
1 
(0 – 4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Comprehension 
Appears to understands everything 
without difficult. 
5 
(17 - 20) 
Understands nearly everything at 
normal speed, although 
occasional repetition may be 
necessary. 
4 
(13 - 16) 
Understand most of what is said 
at slower than normal speed with 
repetitions. 
3 
(9 – 12) 
Has great difficulty following 
what is said. Can comprehend 
only “social conversation” spoken 
slowly and with frequent 
repetitions. 
 
2 
(5 – 8) 
Cannot be said to understand 
even sample conversation 
English. 
1 
(0 – 4) 
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Appendix 8 
 
Speaking Skill Test 
 
 
 
Please practice a conversation in pair about “Asking and giving opinion” about one of 
these pictures in front of the class in not more than five minutes! 
 
The conversation will be scoring from: 
Pronunciation   : 1 - 5 
Grammar  : 1 - 5 
Vocabulary  : 1 - 5 
Fluency  : 1 - 5 
Comprehension  : 1 - 5 
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Appendix 9 
Score of Creativity Try Out 
No. Initial 
Name 
Item No. Total 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 
1.  A.F.A.A 4 3 3 5 4 4 2 3 4 4 3 4 3 4 3 2 5 4 64 
2.  A.F.R 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 4 5 4 4 4 4 76 
3.  A.N.T 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 90 
4.  A.S.I 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 88 
5.  A.H 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 90 
6.  A.N.H.D 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 3 4 4 77 
7.  F.F.N 4 4 5 4 4 5 4 4 5 3 4 5 4 5 4 5 4 4 77 
8.  F.R.B 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 89 
9.  F.Z.A 5 4 4 4 5 5 4 4 5 2 4 4 4 4 5 5 4 4 76 
10.  I.I 5 5 5 4 5 4 4 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 3 4 5 4 81 
11.  K.N.R.D 5 5 5 4 5 4 4 5 4 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 84 
12.  K.A 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 3 83 
13.  K.R.S 5 3 4 4 5 4 4 3 4 4 3 5 5 5 5 3 5 3 74 
14.  M.B.D.P 4 4 4 5 4 5 5 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 5 4 5 4 78 
15.  M.B 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 87 
16.  M.R.F 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 90 
17.  N.K.R 5 5 4 3 5 5 3 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 3 5 5 82 
18.  N.W.F 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 4 5 5 3 4 4 76 
19.  N.H.R 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 5 4 4 4 4 75 
20.  N.M.F 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 87 
21.  N.A.K.N 4 3 5 2 4 3 2 4 3 2 3 3 4 3 3 3 4 4 59 
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Appendix 10 
 
Validity of Creativity Try Out 
 
Item-Total Statistics 
Item Scale Mean if 
Item Deleted 
Scale Variance if 
Item Deleted 
Corrected Item-
Total Correlation 
Cronbach's 
Alpha if Item 
Deleted 
Q1 75.33 65.933 .602 .929 
Q2 75.76 59.290 .894 .921 
Q3 75.67 64.733 .510 .930 
Q4 75.90 63.590 .477 .931 
Q5 75.33 65.933 .602 .929 
Q6 75.67 63.033 .694 .926 
Q7 76.05 58.948 .754 .925 
Q8 75.81 62.762 .582 .929 
Q9 75.67 63.033 .694 .926 
Q10 76.10 60.990 .570 .930 
Q11 75.76 59.290 .894 .921 
Q12 75.38 63.848 .684 .927 
Q13 75.71 62.814 .630 .928 
Q14 75.38 63.848 .684 .927 
Q15 75.57 62.057 .630 .928 
Q16 76.00 58.800 .697 .927 
Q17 75.48 65.762 .515 .930 
Q18 75.86 64.229 .522 .930 
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Appendix 11 
 
Reliability of Creativity Try Out 
 
Reliability Statistics 
Cronbach's 
Alpha N of Items 
.915 18 
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Appendix 12 
Score of Creativity Test 
No. Initial Name Item No. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 Total 
1.  R.A.A.S 5 4 4 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 3 4 5 5 4 4 4 3 72 
2.  Z.Z.Z 4 4 5 3 5 4 5 5 4 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 5 78 
3.  A.H.A 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 87 
4.  A.A.P 5 4 4 4 4 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 4 4 5 4 80 
5.  M.D.A.A 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 5 4 5 4 5 4 4 5 78 
6.  F.N.A 4 4 5 3 5 4 5 5 4 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 77 
7.  N.S.N 5 5 4 5 5 4 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 84 
8.  O.E.R 4 4 5 4 4 5 4 5 4 4 5 4 5 5 3 5 4 5 79 
9.  T.K.P 5 4 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 4 5 85 
10.  A.N.B 5 5 4 5 3 4 3 4 4 2 5 5 4 4 2 5 4 3 71 
11.  C 4 5 4 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 5 5 3 5 4 5 77 
12.  L.N.A 5 4 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 86 
13.  M.E.N.F 5 5 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 85 
14.  N.S 5 4 5 5 5 5 4 3 5 5 4 4 5 3 5 5 3 4 79 
15.  R.W.S 5 3 4 5 4 5 3 4 5 3 3 4 4 4 5 4 4 3 72 
16.  A.A 5 4 4 5 5 4 4 4 4 3 5 5 5 5 4 3 3 4 76 
17.  D.R.P 5 5 4 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 87 
18.  F.I.F 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 89 
19.  I.M.S.P 5 4 4 4 4 4 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 4 4 3 4 5 78 
20.  N.A.H 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 89 
21.  R.A.F 4 5 2 3 4 5 4 4 4 3 4 4 5 4 5 4 4 5 73 
22.  U.L.I.T 4 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 3 4 5 4 5 5 5 4 4 4 77 
23.  A.N.A 4 5 5 4 4 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 77 
24.  A.F 5 4 4 5 3 3 4 3 4 4 3 5 5 5 3 5 4 3 72 
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25.  F.A.H 5 5 4 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 4 5 5 85 
26.  I.F.A.F 5 4 4 5 4 5 4 5 4 3 3 4 5 5 3 5 4 5 77 
27.  M.R 5 5 5 4 5 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 5 4 4 5 4 5 80 
28.  R.M.S 4 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 5 4 4 4 5 5 4 4 5 5 79 
29.  Y.F.FZ 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 4 5 79 
30.  A.A 5 5 4 4 4 5 4 5 4 4 2 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 79 
31.  A.M 5 4 5 4 5 4 4 5 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 84 
32.  H.A.K 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 4 5 2 5 4 5 4 4 5 4 81 
33.  M.R.S 5 4 3 5 3 5 3 3 5 3 4 4 5 4 3 5 4 4 72 
34.  R.K.I 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 88 
35.  U.S.M 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 3 4 3 3 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 80 
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Appendix 13 
The Score of Learner Autonomy Test 
No. Initial name 
Item No. Total 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 
1.  R.A.A.S 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 83 
2.  Z.Z.Z 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 5 5 4 79 
3.  A.H.A 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 101 
4.  A.A.P 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 101 
5.  M.D.A.A 5 4 3 5 3 5 3 4 5 3 5 4 3 4 4 4 3 4 4 3 5 84 
6.  F.N.A 4 4 5 4 4 3 4 3 4 4 3 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 3 4 4 80 
7.  N.S.N 4 4 4 5 4 4 5 4 4 4 5 3 5 3 3 3 5 3 5 3 4 84 
8.  O.E.R 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 84 
9.  T.K.P 4 5 4 5 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 93 
10.  A.N.B 4 3 3 4 4 3 4 4 4 4 5 4 5 3 5 5 4 4 5 3 3 83 
11.  C 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 4 84 
12.  L.N.A 4 5 4 4 5 4 5 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 4 4 5 94 
13.  M.E.N.F 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 5 4 3 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 4 5 4 89 
14.  N.S 4 5 5 3 5 5 4 5 4 5 4 4 4 4 5 4 5 5 5 4 5 94 
15.  R.W.S 4 4 4 4 3 4 5 4 4 5 4 5 3 2 3 5 5 4 4 5 4 85 
16.  A.A 4 5 4 4 3 5 5 4 4 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 88 
17.  D.R.P 5 5 4 4 4 5 5 3 4 4 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 85 
18.  F.I.F 4 4 5 4 3 5 4 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 5 4 4 5 89 
19.  I.M.S.P 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 4 4 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 3 4 4 3 86 
20.  N.A.H 4 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 4 5 98 
21.  R.A.F 5 3 4 5 4 3 4 2 2 3 3 4 3 5 3 5 3 4 4 5 4 78 
22.  U.L.I.T 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 3 4 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 3 3 5 5 80 
23.  A.N.A 3 4 3 5 3 3 5 3 3 3 5 4 5 4 5 4 4 4 5 4 5 84 
24.  A.F 4 4 3 4 2 3 5 4 5 3 3 4 5 3 4 3 5 3 4 3 4 78 
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25.  F.A.H 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 4 5 5 4 4 5 4 5 5 5 98 
26.  I.F.A.F 4 3 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 5 5 5 3 4 4 4 3 4 3 76 
27.  M.R 3 5 3 5 5 5 3 5 5 5 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 5 4 4 5 94 
28.  R.M.S 5 4 4 4 3 4 5 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 86 
29.  Y.F.FZ 4 5 4 5 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 3 81 
30.  A.A 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 4 3 5 4 4 3 4 4 4 3 3 3 3 4 78 
31.  A.M 5 4 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 2 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 5 80 
32.  H.A.K 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 5 3 3 4 5 4 5 5 4 4 4 4 5 5 88 
33.  M.R.S 5 3 3 5 5 3 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 4 4 4 5 4 5 5 4 92 
34.  R.K.I 5 4 4 4 4 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 4 5 4 95 
35.  U.S.M 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 5 4 96 
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Appendix 14 
 
The Score of Speaking Skill Test 
 
No. Initial Name 
Speaking Score 
Mean Scoring 1 
(Teacher) 
Scoring 2 
(Researcher) 
1.  R.A.A.S 77 80 79 
2.  Z.Z.Z 81 79 80 
3.  A.H.A 86 91 89 
4.  A.A.P 86 91 89 
5.  M.D.A.A 78 82 80 
6.  F.N.A 80 81 81 
7.  N.S.N 82 78 80 
8.  O.E.R 69 73 71 
9.  T.K.P 90 85 88 
10.  A.N.B 83 80 82 
11.  C 74 78 76 
12.  L.N.A 85 84 85 
13.  M.E.N.F 80 80 80 
14.  N.S 87 90 89 
15.  R.W.S 82 79 81 
16.  A.A 71 75 73 
17.  D.R.P 86 89 88 
18.  F.I.F 83 88 86 
19.  I.M.S.P 79 82 81 
20.  N.A.H 87 90 89 
21.  R.A.F 83 79 81 
22.  U.L.I.T 80 83 82 
23.  A.N.A 82 83 83 
24.  A.F 81 78 80 
25.  F.A.H 85 88 87 
26.  I.F.A.F 80 82 81 
27.  M.R 86 89 88 
28.  R.M.S 79 84 82 
29.  Y.F.FZ 78 82 80 
30.  A.A 76 79 78 
31.  A.M 79 76 78 
32.  H.A.K 81 84 83 
33.  M.R.S 82 85 84 
34.  R.K.I 90 84 87 
35.  U.S.M 89 89 89 
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Appendix 15 
 
The Distribution Frequency and Histogram of Creativity 
Statistics 
Creativity   
N Valid 35 
Missing 0 
Mean 79.77 
Std. Error of Mean .884 
Median 79.00 
Mode 77a 
Std. Deviation 5.230 
Variance 27.358 
Range 18 
Minimum 71 
Maximum 89 
Sum 2792 
a. Multiple modes exist. The 
smallest value is shown 
 
Creativity 
Score Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 
Percent 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  Valid 
71 1 2.9 2.9 2.9 
72 4 11.4 11.4 14.3 
73 1 2.9 2.9 17.1 
76 1 2.9 2.9 20.0 
77 5 14.3 14.3 34.3 
78 3 8.6 8.6 42.9 
79 5 14.3 14.3 57.1 
80 3 8.6 8.6 65.7 
81 1 2.9 2.9 68.6 
84 2 5.7 5.7 74.3 
85 3 8.6 8.6 82.9 
86 1 2.9 2.9 85.7 
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87 2 5.7 5.7 91.4 
88 1 2.9 2.9 94.3 
89 2 5.7 5.7 100.0 
Total 35 100.0 100.0  
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
130 
 
 
Appendix 16 
 
The Distribution Frequency and Histogram of Learner Autonomy 
Statistics 
Learner Autonomy   
N Valid 35 
Missing 0 
Mean 87.09 
Std. Error of Mean 1.193 
Median 85.00 
Mode 84 
Std. Deviation 7.060 
Variance 49.845 
Range 25 
Minimum 76 
Maximum 101 
Sum 3048 
 
Learner Autonomy 
Score Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 
Percent 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Valid 
76 1 2.9 2.9 2.9 
78 3 8.6 8.6 11.4 
79 1 2.9 2.9 14.3 
80 3 8.6 8.6 22.9 
81 1 2.9 2.9 25.7 
83 2 5.7 5.7 31.4 
84 5 14.3 14.3 45.7 
85 2 5.7 5.7 51.4 
86 2 5.7 5.7 57.1 
88 2 5.7 5.7 62.9 
89 2 5.7 5.7 68.6 
92 1 2.9 2.9 71.4 
93 1 2.9 2.9 74.3 
94 3 8.6 8.6 82.9 
95 1 2.9 2.9 85.7 
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96 1 2.9 2.9 88.6 
98 2 5.7 5.7 94.3 
101 2 5.7 5.7 100.0 
Total 35 100.0 100.0  
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Appendix 17 
 
The Distribution Frequency and Histogram of Speaking Skill 
Statistics 
Speaking Skill   
N Valid 35 
Missing 0 
Mean 82.57 
Std. Error of Mean .784 
Median 82.00 
Mode 80 
Std. Deviation 4.635 
Variance 21.487 
Range 18 
Minimum 71 
Maximum 89 
Sum 2890 
 
Speaking Skill 
Score Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 
Percent 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Valid 
71 1 2.9 2.9 2.9 
73 1 2.9 2.9 5.7 
76 1 2.9 2.9 8.6 
78 2 5.7 5.7 14.3 
79 1 2.9 2.9 17.1 
80 6 17.1 17.1 34.3 
81 5 14.3 14.3 48.6 
82 3 8.6 8.6 57.1 
83 2 5.7 5.7 62.9 
84 1 2.9 2.9 65.7 
85 1 2.9 2.9 68.6 
86 1 2.9 2.9 71.4 
87 2 5.7 5.7 77.1 
88 3 8.6 8.6 85.7 
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89 5 14.3 14.3 100.0 
Total 35 100.0 100.0  
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Appendix 18 
 
Normality test of Creativity, Learner Autonomy and Speaking Skill 
 
Case Processing Summary 
 
Cases 
Valid Missing Total 
N Percent N Percent N Percent 
Creativity 35 100.0% 0 0.0% 35 100.0% 
Learner Autonomy 35 100.0% 0 0.0% 35 100.0% 
Speaking Skill 35 100.0% 0 0.0% 35 100.0% 
 
 
Tests of Normality 
 
Kolmogorov-Smirnova Shapiro-Wilk 
Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig. 
Creativity .140 35 .081 .942 35 .064 
Learner Autonomy .133 35 .125 .945 35 .079 
Speaking Skill .120 35 .200* .931 35 .031 
*. This is a lower bound of the true significance. 
a. Lilliefors Significance Correction 
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Appendix 19 
Linearity Test 
1. Linearity Test of Creativity and Speaking Skill 
 
ANOVA Table 
 
Sum of 
Squares df 
Mean 
Square F Sig. 
Speaking Skill * 
Creativity 
Between 
Groups 
(Combined) 471.038 14 33.646 2.593 .025 
Linearity 163.998 1 163.998 12.638 .002 
Deviation from 
Linearity 
307.040 13 23.618 1.820 .111 
Within Groups 259.533 20 12.977   
Total 730.571 34    
 
Measures of Association 
 R R Squared Eta Eta Squared 
Speaking Skill * Creativity .474 .224 .803 .645 
 
 
2. Linearity Test of Learner Autonomy and Speaking Skill 
ANOVA Table 
 
Sum of 
Squares df 
Mean 
Square F Sig. 
Speaking Skill * 
Learner Autonomy 
Between 
Groups 
(Combined) 523.071 17 30.769 2.521 .032 
Linearity 362.023 1 362.023 29.660 .000 
Deviation from 
Linearity 
161.048 16 10.066 .825 .648 
Within Groups 207.500 17 12.206   
Total 730.571 34    
 
Measures of Association 
 R R Squared Eta Eta Squared 
Speaking Skill * Learner 
Autonomy 
.704 .496 .846 .716 
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Appendix 20 
Test of Hypothesis 
 
1. The result of first hypothesis 
 
Variables Entered/Removeda 
Model 
Variables 
Entered 
Variables 
Removed Method 
1 Creativityb . Enter 
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
b. All requested variables entered. 
 
Model Summary 
Model R R Square 
Adjusted R 
Square 
Std. Error of the 
Estimate 
1 .474a .224 .201 4.144 
a. Predictors: (Constant), Creativity 
 
ANOVAa 
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 
1 Regression 163.998 1 163.998 9.552 .004b 
Residual 566.574 33 17.169   
Total 730.571 34    
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
b. Predictors: (Constant), Creativity 
 
Coefficientsa 
Model 
Unstandardized Coefficients Standardized Coefficients 
t Sig. B Std. Error Beta 
1 (Constant) 49.076 10.860  4.519 .000 
Creativity .420 .136 .474 3.091 .004 
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
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2. The Result of Second Hypothesis 
 
Variables Entered/Removeda 
Model Variables Entered 
Variables 
Removed Method 
1 Learner 
Autonomyb 
. Enter 
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
b. All requested variables entered. 
 
Model Summary 
Model R R Square 
Adjusted R 
Square 
Std. Error of the 
Estimate 
1 .704a .496 .480 3.342 
a. Predictors: (Constant), Learner Autonomy 
 
ANOVAa 
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 
1 Regression 362.023 1 362.023 32.416 .000b 
Residual 368.548 33 11.168   
Total 730.571 34    
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
b. Predictors: (Constant), Learner Autonomy 
 
Coefficientsa 
Model 
Unstandardized Coefficients Standardized Coefficients 
t Sig. B Std. Error Beta 
1 (Constant) 42.322 7.092  5.968 .000 
Learner Autonomy .462 .081 .704 5.693 .000 
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
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3. The result of third hypothesis 
 
Variables Entered/Removeda 
Model Variables Entered 
Variables 
Removed Method 
1 Learner 
Autonomy, 
Creativityb 
. Enter 
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
b. All requested variables entered. 
 
Model Summary 
Model R R Square 
Adjusted R 
Square 
Std. Error of the 
Estimate 
1 .714a .509 .479 3.347 
a. Predictors: (Constant), Learner Autonomy, Creativity 
 
ANOVAa 
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 
1 Regression 372.097 2 186.048 16.608 .000b 
Residual 358.475 32 11.202   
Total 730.571 34    
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
b. Predictors: (Constant), Learner Autonomy, Creativity 
 
Coefficientsa 
Model 
Unstandardized Coefficients Standardized Coefficients 
t Sig. B Std. Error Beta 
1 (Constant) 36.735 9.228  3.981 .000 
Creativity .123 .130 .139 .948 .350 
Learner Autonomy .414 .096 .630 4.310 .000 
a. Dependent Variable: Speaking Skill 
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Appendix 21 
R Product Moment Table 
 
 
df = (N-2) 
Tingkat signifikansi untuk uji satu arah 
0.05 0.025 0.01 0.005 0.0005 
Tingkat signifikansi untuk uji dua arah 
0.1 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.001 
1 0.9877 0.9969 0.9995 0.9999 1.0000 
2 0.9000 0.9500 0.9800 0.9900 0.9990 
3 0.8054 0.8783 0.9343 0.9587 0.9911 
4 0.7293 0.8114 0.8822 0.9172 0.9741 
5 0.6694 0.7545 0.8329 0.8745 0.9509 
6 0.6215 0.7067 0.7887 0.8343 0.9249 
7 0.5822 0.6664 0.7498 0.7977 0.8983 
8 0.5494 0.6319 0.7155 0.7646 0.8721 
9 0.5214 0.6021 0.6851 0.7348 0.8470 
10 0.4973 0.5760 0.6581 0.7079 0.8233 
11 0.4762 0.5529 0.6339 0.6835 0.8010 
12 0.4575 0.5324 0.6120 0.6614 0.7800 
13 0.4409 0.5140 0.5923 0.6411 0.7604 
14 0.4259 0.4973 0.5742 0.6226 0.7419 
15 0.4124 0.4821 0.5577 0.6055 0.7247 
16 0.4000 0.4683 0.5425 0.5897 0.7084 
17 0.3887 0.4555 0.5285 0.5751 0.6932 
18 0.3783 0.4438 0.5155 0.5614 0.6788 
19 0.3687 0.4329 0.5034 0.5487 0.6652 
20 0.3598 0.4227 0.4921 0.5368 0.6524 
21 0.3515 0.4132 0.4815 0.5256 0.6402 
22 0.3438 0.4044 0.4716 0.5151 0.6287 
23 0.3365 0.3961 0.4622 0.5052 0.6178 
24 0.3297 0.3882 0.4534 0.4958 0.6074 
25 0.3233 0.3809 0.4451 0.4869 0.5974 
26 0.3172 0.3739 0.4372 0.4785 0.5880 
27 0.3115 0.3673 0.4297 0.4705 0.5790 
28 0.3061 0.3610 0.4226 0.4629 0.5703 
29 0.3009 0.3550 0.4158 0.4556 0.5620 
30 0.2960 0.3494 0.4093 0.4487 0.5541 
31 0.2913 0.3440 0.4032 0.4421 0.5465 
32 0.2869 0.3388 0.3972 0.4357 0.5392 
33 0.2826 0.3338 0.3916 0.4296 0.5322 
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34 0.2785 0.3291 0.3862 0.4238 0.5254 
35 0.2746 0.3246 0.3810 0.4182 0.5189 
36 0.2709 0.3202 0.3760 0.4128 0.5126 
37 0.2673 0.3160 0.3712 0.4076 0.5066 
38 0.2638 0.3120 0.3665 0.4026 0.5007 
39 0.2605 0.3081 0.3621 0.3978 0.4950 
40 0.2573 0.3044 0.3578 0.3932 0.4896 
41 0.2542 0.3008 0.3536 0.3887 0.4843 
42 0.2512 0.2973 0.3496 0.3843 0.4791 
43 0.2483 0.2940 0.3457 0.3801 0.4742 
44 0.2455 0.2907 0.3420 0.3761 0.4694 
45 0.2429 0.2876 0.3384 0.3721 0.4647 
46 0.2403 0.2845 0.3348 0.3683 0.4601 
47 0.2377 0.2816 0.3314 0.3646 0.4557 
48 0.2353 0.2787 0.3281 0.3610 0.4514 
49 0.2329 0.2759 0.3249 0.3575 0.4473 
50 0.2306 0.2732 0.3218 0.3542 0.4432 
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Appendix 22 
Table F Distribution for probability 0.05 
 
 
df untuk 
penyebut 
(N2) 
 
dntuk pembilang (N1) 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 
1 161 199 216 225 230 234 237 239 241 242 243 244 245 245 246 
2 18.51 19.00 19.16 19.25 19.30 19.33 19.35 19.37 19.38 19.40 19.40 19.41 19.42 19.42 19.43 
3 10.13 9.55 9.28 9.12 9.01 8.94 8.89 8.85 8.81 8.79 8.76 8.74 8.73 8.71 8.70 
4 7.71 6.94 6.59 6.39 6.26 6.16 6.09 6.04 6.00 5.96 5.94 5.91 5.89 5.87 5.86 
5 6.61 5.79 5.41 5.19 5.05 4.95 4.88 4.82 4.77 4.74 4.70 4.68 4.66 4.64 4.62 
6 5.99 5.14 4.76 4.53 4.39 4.28 4.21 4.15 4.10 4.06 4.03 4.00 3.98 3.96 3.94 
7 5.59 4.74 4.35 4.12 3.97 3.87 3.79 3.73 3.68 3.64 3.60 3.57 3.55 3.53 3.51 
8 5.32 4.46 4.07 3.84 3.69 3.58 3.50 3.44 3.39 3.35 3.31 3.28 3.26 3.24 3.22 
9 5.12 4.26 3.86 3.63 3.48 3.37 3.29 3.23 3.18 3.14 3.10 3.07 3.05 3.03 3.01 
10 4.96 4.10 3.71 3.48 3.33 3.22 3.14 3.07 3.02 2.98 2.94 2.91 2.89 2.86 2.85 
11 4.84 3.98 3.59 3.36 3.20 3.09 3.01 2.95 2.90 2.85 2.82 2.79 2.76 2.74 2.72 
12 4.75 3.89 3.49 3.26 3.11 3.00 2.91 2.85 2.80 2.75 2.72 2.69 2.66 2.64 2.62 
13 4.67 3.81 3.41 3.18 3.03 2.92 2.83 2.77 2.71 2.67 2.63 2.60 2.58 2.55 2.53 
14 4.60 3.74 3.34 3.11 2.96 2.85 2.76 2.70 2.65 2.60 2.57 2.53 2.51 2.48 2.46 
15 4.54 3.68 3.29 3.06 2.90 2.79 2.71 2.64 2.59 2.54 2.51 2.48 2.45 2.42 2.40 
16 4.49 3.63 3.24 3.01 2.85 2.74 2.66 2.59 2.54 2.49 2.46 2.42 2.40 2.37 2.35 
17 4.45 3.59 3.20 2.96 2.81 2.70 2.61 2.55 2.49 2.45 2.41 2.38 2.35 2.33 2.31 
18 4.41 3.55 3.16 2.93 2.77 2.66 2.58 2.51 2.46 2.41 2.37 2.34 2.31 2.29 2.27 
19 4.38 3.52 3.13 2.90 2.74 2.63 2.54 2.48 2.42 2.38 2.34 2.31 2.28 2.26 2.23 
20 4.35 3.49 3.10 2.87 2.71 2.60 2.51 2.45 2.39 2.35 2.31 2.28 2.25 2.22 2.20 
21 4.32 3.47 3.07 2.84 2.68 2.57 2.49 2.42 2.37 2.32 2.28 2.25 2.22 2.20 2.18 
22 4.30 3.44 3.05 2.82 2.66 2.55 2.46 2.40 2.34 2.30 2.26 2.23 2.20 2.17 2.15 
23 4.28 3.42 3.03 2.80 2.64 2.53 2.44 2.37 2.32 2.27 2.24 2.20 2.18 2.15 2.13 
24 4.26 3.40 3.01 2.78 2.62 2.51 2.42 2.36 2.30 2.25 2.22 2.18 2.15 2.13 2.11 
25 4.24 3.39 2.99 2.76 2.60 2.49 2.40 2.34 2.28 2.24 2.20 2.16 2.14 2.11 2.09 
26 4.23 3.37 2.98 2.74 2.59 2.47 2.39 2.32 2.27 2.22 2.18 2.15 2.12 2.09 2.07 
27 4.21 3.35 2.96 2.73 2.57 2.46 2.37 2.31 2.25 2.20 2.17 2.13 2.10 2.08 2.06 
28 4.20 3.34 2.95 2.71 2.56 2.45 2.36 2.29 2.24 2.19 2.15 2.12 2.09 2.06 2.04 
29 4.18 3.33 2.93 2.70 2.55 2.43 2.35 2.28 2.22 2.18 2.14 2.10 2.08 2.05 2.03 
30 4.17 3.32 2.92 2.69 2.53 2.42 2.33 2.27 2.21 2.16 2.13 2.09 2.06 2.04 2.01 
31 4.16 3.30 2.91 2.68 2.52 2.41 2.32 2.25 2.20 2.15 2.11 2.08 2.05 2.03 2.00 
32 4.15 3.29 2.90 2.67 2.51 2.40 2.31 2.24 2.19 2.14 2.10 2.07 2.04 2.01 1.99 
33 4.14 3.28 2.89 2.66 2.50 2.39 2.30 2.23 2.18 2.13 2.09 2.06 2.03 2.00 1.98 
34 4.13 3.28 2.88 2.65 2.49 2.38 2.29 2.23 2.17 2.12 2.08 2.05 2.02 1.99 1.97 
35 4.12 3.27 2.87 2.64 2.49 2.37 2.29 2.22 2.16 2.11 2.07 2.04 2.01 1.99 1.96 
36 4.11 3.26 2.87 2.63 2.48 2.36 2.28 2.21 2.15 2.11 2.07 2.03 2.00 1.98 1.95 
37 4.11 3.25 2.86 2.63 2.47 2.36 2.27 2.20 2.14 2.10 2.06 2.02 2.00 1.97 1.95 
38 4.10 3.24 2.85 2.62 2.46 2.35 2.26 2.19 2.14 2.09 2.05 2.02 1.99 1.96 1.94 
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Appendix 23 
Pictures of Research 
 
